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WEDNESDAY, JULY 10, 1974 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Volume 39 ■ Number 
Pages 25303-25437 

PART I 
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 

This listing does not affect the legal status 
of any document published in this issue. Detailed 
table of contents appears inside. 

UNLEADED GASOLINE—FEA changes effective date of in¬ 
terim pricing rule; effective 7-10-74 25359 

EDUCATIONAL BENEFITS—VA proposes clarification of 
charges against entitlement; comments by 8-9-74. 

FARM PROGRAMS— USDA change in interest and subsidy 
rates on certain loans; effective 7-10-74 .— 25312 

GRAIN PRICES— ICC investigation of distribution and 
manipulation of rail rolling stock . . 25391 

DRUG AND COSMETIC PRODUCTS—FDA proposal on 
placement of required information on labels; comments 
by 9-9-74 .—. 

NEW DRUGS—FDA proposes to withdraw approval of 
application for combination drug .. 25375 

SCHEDULES OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES—Justice 
Department proposes removal of Naloxone; comments by 
8-9-74 . ..-. 25327 


25328 


FOOD ADDITIVES— 

FDA Notice of withdrawal of petition for safe use of 

certain chemicals --«. . 

FDA notice of petition for safe use of certain chemicals 
(2 documents) . . . - . 


25375 

25374 


OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH—AEC issues new regulatory 
guide . . — -..— 


25413 


POLLUTION CONTROL FOR NEW MOTOR VEHICLE 
ENGINES—EPA establishes evaporative emissions com¬ 
pliance procedures; effective 9-9-74 ... . 25320 

{Continued inside) 


PART II: 

VESSEL TRAFFIC SYSTEMS — Transportation De¬ 
partment amendments on operations in Puget 
Sound and adjacent waters; effective 9-30-74 . 25429 

PART III: 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION—HEW revision on 
services to supplemental security income recipi¬ 
ents; effective 1-1-74 - 25435 


No. 133—Pt. I-1 






















HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


AIR QUALITY STANDARDS—EPA approval and promulga¬ 
tion of implementation plans; comments by 8-9-74. 25319 

TEST RIMS—DoT proposes new definition of passenger 
car tire test rims; comments by 10-7-74..... 25329 

CABLE TELEVISION—FCC proposes amendment on 
channel identification; comments &-9-74.... 25357 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce Department: Management-Labor Textile Ad¬ 
visory Committee, 7-25-74._.... 25402 


Defense Department: USAF Scientific Advisory Board 

7-24 and 7-25-74 ..... . ’ 

VA: Station 
7-24-74 .... 

Labor Department: Federal Committee on Apprentice¬ 
ship, 7-23-74. ..._ 


Committee on Educational Allowances, 


25369 


- 25424 


25424 


Labor Department Standards Advisory Committee on 

Marine Terminal Facilities, 7-23 and 7-24-74 _ 25425 

State Department: Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Advisory 
Committee, 7-22-74 .... 25368 
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reminders 




Rules Going Into Effect Today 

This list includes only rules that were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register after Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1972. 

page no. 
ana date 

JULY 15 

Agriculture Department/ AMS—Papayas, 
grown in Hawaii; increase in expense 
for *74 fiscal year.... 20677; 6-13-74 
DoT —Movement of pipelines containing 

liquefied gases . 19780; 6-4-74 

Coast Guard—Dee ring and snap hook 
assemblies, and other instruments of 
closure for buoyant vests; new specifi¬ 
cations.. . . 20684; 6—13—74 

EPA—New environmental financing poli¬ 
cies and procedures 20788; 6-14—74 
HEW/ FDA—Special packaging, new drug 

applications. 20482; 6-11-74 

FHLBB—Liberalization of limitations 
placed on Federal association invest¬ 
ment in service corporations and debt 
incurred by service corporations. 

20678; 6-13-74 
SEC—Audit requirements of annual re¬ 
ports of members, brokers and deal¬ 
ers . 20480; 6-11-74 

ULY 16 

Tariff Commission—Ruling concerning 
imported rotary metal cutting tools. 

13538; 4-15-74 

JULY 17 

AEC —Plutonium; packaging of radio¬ 
active material for shipping. 20960; 

6-17-74 

JULY 18 

DoT/FAA—Alteration of control zones, 
RNAV routes and jet routes 16340; 

5-8-74 

—Tulsa, Okla., alteration of control zone 
and transition area 15099; 5-1-74 
—Designation of transition area, Jacks- 

boro, Tenn . 16119; 5—7—74 

—Alteration of transition area, Monroe, 

La . 14696; 4-26-74 

— Alteration of colored airways, con¬ 
trolled airspace and reporting points 

in Canada and Alaska. 10115; 

3-18-74; 15259; 5-2-74 
—Alteration of colored airways, con¬ 
trolled airspace and reporting points 
in Alaska 10116; 3-18-74 

15259; 5-2-74 
—Designation of Federal airways, area 
low routes, controlled airspace and 

reporting points . 17221; 5-14—74 

—Designation of transition area, Sac 

City, Iowa . 17538; 5-17-74 

— Alteration of transition area, Lewis- 

burg, W. Va . 18769; 5—30—74 

— Alteration of control zone and transi¬ 
tion area, Erie, Pa 18769; 5-30-74 

— Alteration of colored airways, con¬ 
trolled airspace, and reporting points. 

19775; 6-4—74 
—Yoakum, Tex.; designation of transi¬ 
tion area . . 17431; 5-16-74 


—Designation of Federal airways; altera¬ 
tion ... 17431; 5—16—74 

—Establishment of jet routes and area 

high routes; alteration of RNAV route. 

17432; 5-16-74 

JULY 19 

CAB—Air carriers, etc.: Adoption of 
waiting period for marketing inclusive 
and study group charters (2 docu¬ 
ments) . 21124; 6-19-74 

—Reporting of certain data by commuter 
air carriers and other air taxi opera¬ 
tors ...... 21121; 6-19—74 

—Delegation of authority to the Director, 
Bureau of Operating Rights 21125; 

6-19-74 

Next Week’s Deadlines for Comments 
on Proposed Rules 

JULY 15 

Defense Department—Civil works proj¬ 
ects, Lakeshore management. 

18792; 5-30-74 
DoT/FAA—Airworthiness directives for 

Boeing 727 . 18663; 5-29-74 

Federal Highway Administration—‘'Out 
of Service” drivers; additional form 

requirement . 17863; 5-21-74 

EPA—Requirements for approval of dis¬ 
charges of aquaculture projects. 

20769; 6-13-74 
SEC—Financial statements; disclosure 
provisions for defense and long-term 
contract activities.... 18300; 5-24-74 

JULY 16 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Serv¬ 
ice—Viruses, Serums, toxins, and 
analogous products.. 20980; 6—17—74 
DoT/Coast Guard—Drawbridge opera¬ 
tion: Chicago River, Illinois 19502; 

6-3-74 

—Manasquan River and Ship Channel, 
Great Egg Harbor Bay, New Jersey (2 

documents) . 20702; 6-13-74 

—Manasquan River, N.J.; drawbridge 
operation regulations 20702; 

6-13-74 

—Ship Channel, Great Egg Harbor 
Bay, N.J.; drawbridge operations 
regulations .. 20702; 6-13-74 
—PAA—General Electric CF6 Engines; 
airworthiness directive. 

20994; 6-17-74 

Interior Department/Mining Enforce¬ 
ment and Safety Administration— 
Refuse piles and water and silt im¬ 
poundments. 20213; 6-7-74 

Agriculture Department/ AMS—Potatoes 
(Irish) grown in Washington; minimum 
quality and size requirements. 

24234; 7-1-74 

JULY 17 

DoT/FAA—Transition area; alteration. 

20995; 6-17-74 
FCC—Cable TV; network program exclu¬ 
sivity protection.20813; 6-14—74 


Treasury Dept./IRS—Administration of 
private foundation excise taxes. 

20975; 6-17-74 
Veterans Administration—Disabled vet¬ 
erans; tutoring . 20996; 6-17-74 

USDA/REA—Electric distribution bor¬ 
rowers; REA reporting requirements. 

24375; 7-2-74 
HEW/SSA—Federal Health Insurance 
for the aged and disabled; proposed 
conditions for the coverage of services 
of independent laboratories 24464; 

7-2-74 

JULY 18 

DoT/Coast Guard—Small passenger 
vessels; subdivision requirements. 

19954; 6-5-74 
—FAA—Bell Model 206A and 206B heli¬ 
copters; airworthiness directive. 

20994; 6-17-74 
—NHTSA—Tire and rim selection and 
rim requirements; nonpassenger car. 

19505; 6-3-74 
EPA—p-Chlorophenoxyacetic acid; toler¬ 
ance . 21058; 6-18-74 

FCC—Class II—B limited coast stations; 
equipping for distress, safety and 

calling frequency-20813; 6-14-74 

—Radio receivers; establishment of 
minimum requirements for maritime 

services . 21166; 6—19—74 

USDA/AMS—Removal of Atlanta, 

Georgia from list of bona fide spot 
markets - 24375; 7-2-74 

JULY 19 

Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation—Vessel call-in tables. 

22158; 6-20-74 
USDA/REA—Filled buried wire; new 
specifications . 21160; 6-19-74 

JULY 21 

National Credit Union Administration— 
Minimum security devices and pro¬ 
cedures .-. 21061; 6-18—74 

Next Week’s Hearings 

JULY 15 

Interior Department/BLM—Outer Conti¬ 
nental Shelf lands; submission and 
disclosure of data on geological and 
geophysical exploration; to be held 
in Washington, D.C.. 17446; 5-16-74 
—Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act; to 
be held in Washington, D.C 19526; 

6-3-74 

Tariff Commission nomenclature; hear¬ 
ing to be held in San Francisco, Cali¬ 
fornia. 22197; 6-20-74 

JULY 16 

DOT/Coast Guard—Carriage of solid 
hazardous materials in bulk; changes 
and transfer; to be held in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C .. 17331; 5-15-74 
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Interior Department — Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act; to be held in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C 19526; 6-3-74 

Justice Department/DEA—Bulk manu¬ 
facture of Schedule I and II sub¬ 
stances, to be held in Washington, 
D.C .... 20382; 6-10-74 

Next Week's Meetings 
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Expert Panel on Nitrites and Nitros- 
amines; to be held at Washington, 

D.C. (open) 7-15-74 . . 23282; 

6-27-74 

Agricultural Marketing Service— 
Flue-Cured Tobacco Advisory Com¬ 
mittee; to be held at Raleigh, North 
Carolina (open with restrictions) 
7-19-74 .... 24043; 6-28-74 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

High Energy Physics Advisory Panel; to 
be held at Germantown, Maryland 
(open with restrictions) 7-18 and 

7-19-74 . 22447; 6-24-74 

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards— 

Subcommittee on the Fast Flux Test 
Facility; to be held at Richland, 
Washington (open with restrictions) 

7-19-74 . 22973; 6-25-74 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

Nevada State Advisory Committee; to be 
held at Carson City, Nevada (open) 
7-19 and 7-20 .... 24416; 7-2-74 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

Employee Advisory Committee on Health 
Benefits; to be held at Washington, 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 7-15-74. 

22450; 6-24-74 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration President’s Export 
Council; to be held at Washington. 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 7- 

18-74 . .. 24526; 7-3-74 

Office of the Secretary— 

Commerce Technical Advisory Board; 
to be held at Boulder, Colorado 
(open with restrictions) 7-17 and 

7-18-74 . 24247; 7-1-74 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Department of Defense Wage Commit¬ 
tee; to be held at Washington, D.C. 
(closed) 7-16-74.... 24033; 6-28-74 
Corps of Engineers— 

Advisory Committee for National 
Dredging Study; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open with restric¬ 
tions) 7-16 thru 7-18-74 22968; 

6-25-74 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

President’s Water Pollution Control Ad¬ 
visory Board; to be held at Seattle, 
Washington (open with restrictions) 
7-16 thru 7-19-74 _ 22454; 6-24-74 
President’s Air Quality Advisory Board; 
to be held at Seattle, Washington; 
(open with restrictions) 7-16 thru 

7-19-74 .. 22454; 6-24-74 

FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meetings to be held at Washington, D.C. 
(closed) 7-18, and 7-25-74 _ 21009; 

6-17-74 


HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Education Office— 

National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education; to be held at Anchorage, 
Alaska; 7-18 thru 7-21-74. 

24527; 7-3-74 

FDA— 

Panel on Review of Orthopaedic De¬ 
vices; to be held at Washington, 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 
7-15-74 .... 22179; 6-20-74 

Panel on Review of Topical Analgesics; 
to be held at Rockville, Maryland 
(open with restrictions) 7-17-74; 
(closed) 7-18-74 22179; 

6-20-74 

. Panel on Review of Contraceptives and 
Other Vaginal Drug Products; to 
be held at Rockville, Maryland 
(open with restrictions) 7-18-74; 
(closed) 7-19-74 . 22179; 

6- 20-74 

Panel on Review of Laxative, Anti- 
diarrheal, Emetic, and Antiemetic 
Drugs; to be held at Rockville, 
Maryland (open with restrictions) 
7-19-74; (closed) 7-20-74. 

22179; 6-20-74 

NIH— 

Breast Cancer Treatment Committee; 
to be held at Bethesda, Maryland 
(open with restrictions) 7-17-74. 

17246; 5-14-74 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

National Park Service— 

Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lake- 
shore Advisory Commission; to be 
held at Glen Arbor, Michigan (open 
with restrictions) 7-19-74. 

24245; 7-1-74 

Office of the Assistant Secretary— 

Oil Shale Environmental Advisory 
Panel; to be held at Grand Junction, 
Colorado (open with restrictions) 

7-17-74 . 24245; 7-1-74 

Oil and Gas Office— 

Coordinating Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Emergency Pre¬ 
paredness of the National Petro¬ 
leum Council (open with restric¬ 
tions); to be held at Washington, 

D.C. 7-16-74 . 24523; 7-3-74 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND THE HUMANITIES 
National Endowment for the Arts— 
Dance Advisory Panel; to be held at 
San Francisco, California (open 
with restrictions) 7-16 and 7- 

17-74 .. 24277; 7-1-74 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Advisory Committee for Science Educa¬ 
tion; to be held at Washington, D.C. 
(open) 7-18 and 7-19-74 . 24278; 

7- 1-74 

Advisory Panel for Earth Sciences; to be 
held at Milwaukee, Wisconsin (closed) 
7-18 and 7-19-74... 24279; 7-1-74 


STATE DEPARTMENT 

Government Advisory Committee on 
International Book and Library Pro¬ 
grams; to be held at Washington, D.C. 
(open with restrictions) 7-18-74. 

22287; 6-21-74 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire¬ 
arms— 

Technical Subcommittee of the Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Explosives 
Tagging; to be held at Boston, 
Massachusetts (closed) 7-16 to 

7-18-74 . 20618; 6-12-74 

Internal Revenue Service— 

Art Advisory Panel; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (closed) 7-16 and 
7-17-74 20997; 6-17-74 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 
Coast Guard— 

National Offshore Operations Industry 
Advisory Committee; to be held at 
Atlanta, Georgia (open with restric¬ 
tions) 7-17 thru 7-18-74 24411; 

7-2-74 

Weekly List of Public Laws 

This Is a listing of public bills enacted by 
Congress and approved by the President, together 
with the law number, the date of approval, and 
the U.S. Statutes citation. Subsequent lists will 
appear every Wednesday in the FEDERAL REG¬ 
ISTER and copies of the laws may be obtained 
from the U.S. Government Printing Office. 

H.R. 8586 . Pub. Law 93-330 

Authorization of the foreign sale of the 
steamship Independence 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 288) 

H.R. 14354 . Pub. Law 93-326 

National School Lunch and Child Nutri¬ 
tion Act Amendments of 1974 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 286) 

H.R. 14434 Pub. Law 93-322 

Special Energy Research and Develop¬ 
ment Appropriation Act, 1975 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 276) 

H.R. 14832 . Pub. Law 93-325 

Temporary increase in the public debt 
limit 

(June 30. 1974; 88 Stat. 285) 

H.R. 14833 Pub. Law 93-329 

Eighteen-month extension of the Re¬ 

negotiation Act of 1951 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 288) 

H. J. Res. 1056 ...... Pub. Law 93-323 

Thirty-day extension of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 280) 

H. J. Res. 1057 .. Pub. Law 93-327 

Thirty-day extension of the Export Ad¬ 
ministration Act of 1969 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 287) 

H. J. Res. 1061. . Pub. Law 93-321 

Further urgent supplemental appropria¬ 
tions for fiscal year 1974 for the 
Veterans Administration 
(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 275) 

H. J. Res. 1062 . Pub. Law 93-324 

Continuing appropriations for fiscal year 
1975 

(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 281) 

S. 411 . . Pub. Law 93-328 

Amendments to title 39, United States 
Code, with respect to certain postage 
rates 

(June 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 287) 
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rules end regulations 


_ sectio „ of the FEDERAL REGISTER contain* regulatory documents having general applicability and tags) effect moat of which are 
k-ved to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S C. 1810. . 

y Th , cod, 0 f Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed In the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. _ 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX— AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS. VEGE¬ 
TABLES. NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
agriculture 

[Peach Reg. 11] 

PART 921—FRESH PEACHES GROWN IN 
DESIGNATED COUNTIES IN WASHINGTON 

1974 Grade and Size Regulations 

Ttis regulation specifies the grade, 
si 2 e and pack requirements applicable to 
the handling of Washington peaches dur¬ 
ing the 1974 season. These requirements 
are designed to provide consumers with 
acceptable quality peaches. Such require¬ 
ments will require peaches to grade 
Washington Extra Fancy grade except 
that peaches packed in the western lug, 
the standard peach box, or approved ex¬ 
perimental containers need only meet the 
requirements of the Washington Fancy 
grade. The minimum diameter is 2% 
inches, except the minimum diameter 
for Elberta peaches in any container and 
peaches of any variety when packed in 
the standard peach box or approved ex¬ 
perimental containers is 2 Vi inches. All 
peaches are required to be well matured 
and have a reasonably uniform degree 
of firmness. Loose or jumble packs are 
permitted for containers of a capacity 
equal to that of a Western lug box if 
they contain 26 pounds net weight or are 
well filled. 

Notice was published in the Federal 
Register issue of June 17, 1974 (39 FR 
20978) that the Department was giving 
consideration to a proposal which would 
limit the handling of fresh peaches 
grown in designated counties in Wash¬ 
ington by establishing regulations, pur¬ 
suant to the applicable provisions of the 
marketing agreement and Order No. 921 
(7 CFR Part 921) regulating the han¬ 
dling of fresh peaches grown in desig¬ 
nated counties in Washington. This 
regulatory program is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

This regulation is based upon an ap¬ 
praisal of the current and prospective 
crop and market conditions. Washing¬ 
ton’s 1974 peach crop is estimated at 11,- 
700 tons, compared with commercial pro¬ 
duction in 1973 of 18.703 tons. Total 
fresh market shipments are expected to 
be 9,200 tons. The regulation, as here¬ 
inafter set forth, is designed to prevent 
the handling on and after July 14, 1974, 
of lower quality and smaller size peaches 
and provide orderly marketing in the in¬ 
terest of producers and consumers, con¬ 
sistent with the objectives of the act. 


Individual shipments, not exceeding 
500 pounds, of peaches sold for home use 
and not for resale, subject to necessary 
safeguards, are excepted from said re¬ 
quirements in that the quantity of peach¬ 
es so handled has been relatively incon¬ 
sequential when compared with the total 
quantity handled. 

The grade, size, and pack requirements 
for peaches in the specified containers 
are designed to provide identifiable packs 
of peaches which meet trade preferences. 
For example, it has been found that 
peaches of the Washington Fancy Grade, 
packed in Western lug boxes or standard 
peach boxes, compete successfully in dis¬ 
tant markets with peaches of similar 
grade in such containers from other pro¬ 
duction areas. Washington peaches, ex¬ 
cept Elberta varieties, packed in standard 
peach boxes may be of a slightly smaller 
minimum size than such peaches shipped 
in other containers because such peach¬ 
es must compete with peaches that are 
produced in other areas and marketed 
in the standard peach box with a mini¬ 
mum diameter of 2*4 inches. The require¬ 
ment that loose or jumble packed Wash¬ 
ington peaches be in containers of a ca¬ 
pacity at least equal to the Western lug 
box and not less than 26 pounds net 
weight or be “well filled” prevents un¬ 
fair competition through the marketing 
of such peaches packed in containers 
of smaller capacity. The provision that 
permits shipment of loose or Jumble 
packs weighing less than 26 pounds if the 
containers are “well filled” reflects the 
fact that the larger sizes of such peach¬ 
es may not always weigh 26 pounds, 
hence, the substitution of the “well filled” 
container requirement. 

After consideration of all relevant mat¬ 
ters presented, Including the proposal set 
forth in the aforesaid notice, the recom¬ 
mendation and information submitted by 
the committee, and upon other available 
information, it is hereby found that the 
limitation of handling of such peaches, 
as hereinafter provided, will tend to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the ef¬ 
fective date of this regulation until 30 
days after publication in the Federal 
Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) ship¬ 
ments of such peaches are expected to 
begin on or about July 14, 1974. It is 
necessary to make this regulation effec¬ 
tive on July 14, 1974, to provide for the 
regulation of the 1974 Washington peach 
crop; (2) notice of proposed rule making 
concerning this regulation, with an ef¬ 
fective date as hereinafter specified, was 
published in the Federal Register (39 
FR 20978), and no objection to this regu¬ 


lation or such effective date was re¬ 
ceived; and (3) compliance with this 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted by the effective time hereof. 

§ 921.311 Peach Regulation 11. 

(a) Order. Peach Regulation 10 (38 
FR 19959) is hereby terminated July 14, 
1974. 

(b) During the period July 14, 1974, 
through July 31, 1975. no handler shaU 
handle any lot of peaches unless such 
peaches meet the following applicable re¬ 
quirements, or are handled in accordance 
with paragraph <b) (6) of this section: 

(1) Minimum grade. Such peaches 
shall grade at least Washington Extra 
Fancy Grade: Provided, That peaches 
which grade Washington Fancy Grade, 
or better may be handled if they are 
packed in the Western lug box or the 
standard peach box. 

(2) Minimum size . (i) Such peaches 
of any variety, except peaches of the El¬ 
berta varieties, packed in any container 
except the standard peach box, shall 
measure not less than 2% inches in 
diameter; 

(ii) Such peaches of any variety when 
packed in a standard peach box shall 
measure not less than 2 Vi inches in 
diameter; and 

(Ui) Such peaches of the Elberta va¬ 
rieties, packed in any container shall 
measure not less than 2 Vi inches in 
diameter. 

(3) Minimum maturity. Such peaches 
shall be well matured, except that any 
lot of peaches shall be deemed to have 
met such minimum maturity require¬ 
ment if not more than 25 percent, by 
count, of the peaches in such lot are 
mature but not well matured. 

(4) Uniform firmness. Such peaches 
in individual container shall have a 
reasonably uniform degree of firmness. 

(5) Pack, (i) Such peaches in loose 
or jumble packs shall be in containers of 
a capacity equal to or greater than that 
of a Western lug box and shall contain 
not less than 26 pounds net weight 
of peaches; Provided, That such con¬ 
tainers of peaches having less than 26 
pounds net weight may be handled if 
such containers are well filled; and 

(ii) Such peaches other than peaches 
in loose or jumble packs in any container 
shall meet the standard pack require¬ 
ments as set forth in the Washington 
Standards for Peaches (Order No. 1212), 
or the U.S. Standards for Peaches (7 CFR 
51.1210 etseq.). 

<6> Notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sion of this section, any individual ship- 
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ment of peaches sold by the producer or 
at an established packinghouse which 
meets each of the following requirements 
may be handled without regard to the 
provisions of this paragraph, of § 921.41 
Assessments , and § 921.55 Inspection and 
Certification if: 

(i) The shipment consists of peaches 
sold for home use and not for resale; 

(ii) The shipment does not, in the 
aggregate, exceed 500 pounds, net weight, 
of peaches; and 

(ill) Each container is stamped or 
marked with the handler’s name and ad¬ 
dress and with the words “not for re¬ 
sale” in letters at least one-half inch in 
height. 

(c) The terms “Washington Extra 
Fancy Grade”, “Washington Fancy 
Grade”, and “mature” shall have the 
same meaning as when used in the Wash- 
in ton Standards for Peaches (effective 
October 18, 1971), issued by the State of 
Washington Department of Agriculture; 
the term “well matured” shall mean 
peaches which will yield very slightly to 
moderate pressure at the suture or blos¬ 
som end, have shoulders and sutures that 
are well filled out, and have skin and 
flesh colored sufficiently that it will show 
characteristic varietal color when ripe; 
the term “loose or jumble pack” shall 
mean that the peaches are not placed 
in the container in rows, cups, compart¬ 
ments, or otherwise are not placed in the 
container in symmetrical order; the term 
“standard peach box” shall mean a con¬ 
tainer with inside dimensions of 4*4 to 6 
by 11J4 by 16 inches; the term “Western 
lug box” shall mean any container with 
inside dimensions of 7 by liy 2 by 18 
inches; the term “well filled” shall mean 
that the level of fruit is filled at least 
to the top edge of the container; the 
term “diameter” shall mean the greatest 
distance, measured through the center 
of the peach at right angles to a line 
running from the stem to the blossom 
end; and terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in the mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: July 3, 1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director . Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

|PR Doc.74-15721 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


CHAPTER X—AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; MILK), DEPART¬ 
MENT OF AGRICULTURE 

[Milk Order 461 

PART 1046—MILK IN THE LOUISVILLE- 
LEXINGTON-EVANSVILLE MARKETING 
AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provisions 

This order of suspension is issued pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Agrlcul- 


tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937. 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and 
of the order regulating the handing of 
milk in the Louisville-Lexington-Evans¬ 
ville marketing area. 

It is hereby found and determined that 
for the month of July 1974 the follow¬ 
ing provisions in § 1046.44 of the order 
do not tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act: 

1 . Paragraph (d) in its entirety. 

2. In paragraph (e), “located less than 
250 airline miles as determined by the 
market administrator, from the nearer 
of the City Halls in either Louisville, 
Kentucky, or Evansville, Indiana”. 

Statement of Consideration 


CHAPTER XVIII—FARMERS HOME 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT 
AGRICULTURE 


AD. 

OF 


SUBCHAPTER D—GUARANTEED LOANS 
(FmHA Instruction 449.1, 449.3) 

PART 1843—FARMER LOANS 

Loan Subsidy Rates, Claims, and 
Payments 

Section 1843.3, Part 1843, Title 7, Code 
of Federal regulations (38 FR 29051 
30102, 30533; 39 FR 15868) is amended 
by revising paragraph (h). As revised 
5 1843.3(h) reads as follows: 


§ 1813.3 I^oan Mibsidy rates, claims, and 
payments. 


This suspension eliminates for July 
1974 the provisions specifying that milk, 
skim milk, filled milk or cream trans¬ 
ferred in bulk from a pool plant to a 
nonpool plant (other than a producer- 
handler plant or an other order plant) 
more than 250 miles from the nearer of 
Louisville, Kentucky, or Evansville, In¬ 
diana, shall be Class I. The action here 
taken, which was requested by a coop¬ 
erative representing a majority of pro¬ 
ducers on the market, would classify 
such transfers according to the utiliza¬ 
tion at the nonpool plant. Without such 
action a handler would be required to 
pay the Class I price on all transfers of 
milk, skim milk, filled milk or cream to 
nonpool plants more than 250 miles from 
the nearer of Lousiville or Evansville 
even though put to Class H milk use. 

The suspension action for July 1974 is 
necessary to implement the orderly dis¬ 
posal of such products not needed for 
fluid use to available nonpool plants for 
processing into manufactured products. 

The provisions here suspended have 
been suspended since January 1 , 1974 , 
and are discontinued in the amended 
order effective August 1 , 1974. 

It is hereby found and determined 
that thirty days’ notice of the effective 
date hereof is impractical, unnecessary 
and contrary to the public interest in 
that: 

(a) Tills suspension is necessary to 
reflect current marketing conditions and 
to maintain orderly marketing conditions 
in the marketing area; and 

(b) Tills suspension does not require 
of persons affected substantial or ex¬ 
tensive preparation prior to the effective 
date. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak¬ 
ing tliis order effective July 1, 1974. 

It is therefore ordered , That the afore¬ 
said provisions of the order are hereby 
suspended for July 1974. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective date: July 1 . 1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on: 
July 3,1974. 

Richard L. Feltner, 
Assistant Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-15722 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(h) Current borrower , FmHA, and 
subsidy rates. 
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This amendment applies to loans on 
which a “conditional commitment for 
Guarantee” is issued on or after July 1 , 
1974. This amendment is being published 
without notice of proposed rule making 
inasmuch as the interest rate to be 
charged is set by § 1843.3 of this part. 
The proposed rule making procedure is 
therefore unnecessary. 

(7 U.S.C. 1989; delegation of authority by 
the Secretary of Agriculture (7 CFR 2.23); 
delegation of authority by the Assistant 
Secretary for Rural Development (7 CFR 
2.70)) 

Effective Date. This amendment shall 
become effective on July 10, 1974. 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Frank B. Elliott. 

Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 

| FR-Doc.74-15723 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


SUBCHAPTER E—ACCOUNT SERVICING 
(FmHA Instruction 451.1] 

PART 1861—ROUTINE 
Account Servicing Policies 
Subp irt A of Part 1861 of Title 7, CFR 
(37 FR 13703) is revised to add § 1861.10 
which authorizes a moratorium on inter¬ 
est and principal payments and cancella¬ 
tion of interest accrued and payable dur¬ 
ing the moratorium on Part 1822, Sub¬ 
parts A and B, to borrowers who. due to 
circumstances beyond their control, are 
unable to continue making payments of 
such interest and principal when due 
without unduly impairing their standard 
of living. 
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It is the policy of this Department that 
rules relating to public property, loans, 
grants, benefits or contracts shall be pub¬ 
lished for comment notwithstanding the 
exemption in 5 U.S.C. 553' with respect to 
such rules. See the Secretary of Agri¬ 
culture’s statement setting forth the 
oolicv on public participation in rule- 
making, 36 FR 13804 dated July 24, 1971. 
In accordance with the spirit of that 
policy, interested parties may submit 
written comments, suggestions, data or 
arguments to the Office of the Deputy 
Administrator Comptroller. Farmers 
Home Administration, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Room 5007, South Build¬ 
ing, Washington, D.C. 20250, within 30 
days after publication of this section of 
Subpart A of Part 1861. Material thus 
submitted will be evaluated and acted 
upon in the same manner as if this docu¬ 
ment were a proposal. However, this sec¬ 
tion of Subpart A of Part 1861 shall re¬ 
main in effect until it is amended in 
order to permit this service to be rendered 
expeditiously. 

The new § 1861.10 reads as follows: 

§1861.10 Moratorium on interest ami 
principal payments on #cclion« 302 
iiiid 504 loans. 

A moratorium under section 505 of the 
Housing Act of 1949 on interest and prin¬ 
cipal payments may be granted on sec¬ 
tions 502 and 504 loans upon a determi¬ 
nation that, due to circumstances beyond 
the borrower’s control, he is unable to 
continue making scheduled payments 
without unduly impairing his standard 
of living. Cancellation of interest due 
and payable during the moratorium pe¬ 
riod may also be authorized in cases of 
extreme hardship. 

(a) Definitions. As used in this para¬ 
graph: 

(1) Scheduled payments means the 
amount of monthly or annual install¬ 
ment required by the promissory note as 
this amount may have been modified by 
an Interest Credit Agreement or other 
agreement or arrangements. 

(2) Unduly impaired standard of liv¬ 
ing means that condition whereby the 
borrower, due to extended illness or seri¬ 
ous injury in the family or a sudden and 
substantial reduction of income due to 
circumstances beyond his control, is un¬ 
able to pay his normal living expenses 
and repay his loan from his income or 
other resources as provided by the loan 
documents. 

<3) Extreme hardship means that con¬ 
ditions as described in paragraph 
<a)(2) of this paragraph, which has con¬ 
tinued until interest accruing on the loan 
causes the unpaid balance of the RH 
debt to exceed the borrower’s repayment 
ability after the debt has been reamor¬ 
tized over the remaining term of the loan 
unless all or part of the interest which 
has accrued during the moratorium pe¬ 
riod is canceled. 

Family means all the people living 
in the same household who are related 
to the head of the family or the spouse 
by blood (ancestry), marriage or adop¬ 
tion, and are financially dependent upon 
him. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

<b) Policy guidelines and procedural 
requirements. (1) Moratoriums on in¬ 
terest and principal payments on an RH 
account may be granted provided: 

<i) The borrower: 

(A) Has exercised due diligence in an 
effort to pay the indebtedness and has 
complied with the other conditions of the 
loan documents; 

(B) Requests a moratorium on pay¬ 
ments in accordance with paragraph (c) 
of this section and appropriately docu¬ 
ments the conditions causing his unduly 
impaired standard of living; 

<C) Understands that the moratorium 
may be terminated if, at any time dur¬ 
ing the moratorium period, he fails to 
comply with any of the covenants of the 
loan documents, including those requir¬ 
ing the payment of taxes and insurance 
premiums, other than those providing 
for repayment of the RH loan; and 
(D) Agrees to immediately notify the 
County Supervisor of any changes in his 
financial situation during the mora¬ 
torium which may affect his repayment 
ability. 

<ii) The County Supervisor: 

(A) Has verified the information re¬ 
ceived with the letter requesting a 
moratorium on payments from the bor¬ 
rower; and 

<B) Has determined that the use of 
any other alternatives to alleviate the 
adverse financial condition of the family 
would be detrimental to the family and 
would not serve the purposes of the RH 
loan. 

(iii) The County Supervisor is author¬ 
ized to approve a moratorium subject to 
the concurrence of the District Director. 
Their recommendations relative to a 
moratorium will be set forth in an instru¬ 
ment following the format available in 
All FmHA offices. The reasons and justi¬ 
fication for the moratorium will be noted 
or attached as additional information. 
An original and three copies will be pre¬ 
pared: One to be retained in the county 
office file, one to be sent to the District 
Director, one to be sent to the Finance 
Office, and the original will be sent to the 
borrower. 

(iv) A moratorium may be granted for 
6 months. At the end of each 6-month 
period or sooner if the County Supervisor 
becomes aware of facts that favorably 
reflect on the borrower’s repayment 
ability, the justification for the mora¬ 
torium will be reviewed by the County 
Supervisor and extended for another 6- 
month period if the facts so warrant. 
The extension will be accomplished by 
preparing a new instrument. No mora¬ 
torium may be extended beyond a date 
more than 3 years from the date the ini¬ 
tial moratorium is granted. In no event 
will a borrower be allowed more than 
a single moratorium, plus any extensions 
thereof, during the life of the loan. At 
the end of the moratorium period and 
any extension thereof, the borrower’s ac¬ 
count (as modified by any interest credit 
or interest cancellation assistance) will 
be reamortized or processed in the same 
manner as other FmHA accounts in ac¬ 
cordance with Subpart A of Part 1872 of 
this chapter. 
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< v) Interest will accrue during the 
moratorium at the rate shown on the 
loan documents, including any Interest 
Credit Agreement or renewal thereof. 

<2> Cancellation of any part or ail of 
the interest due and payable during the 
moratorium period will be approved by 
the Administrator, FmHA, only in cases 
of extreme hardship as defined in para¬ 
graph (a) (3) of this section and will oc¬ 
cur when the moratorium period ends. 
The County Supervisor, in cases where he 
determines that the borrower is unable 
to repay the balance owed on the RH 
loan without cancellation of part or all 
of the interest which accrued during the 
moratorium, will forward to the District 
Director his recommendations. The bor¬ 
rower’s eligibility for interest credit as¬ 
sistance will be considered in making 
this determination. An original and three 
copies will be prepared. The specific rea¬ 
sons and justification for cancellation 
should be noted or attached as additional 
information. If the District Director rec¬ 
ommends approval, he will forward the 
recommendation to the State Director. 
If the State Director recommends ap¬ 
proval, the recommendation will be sent 
to the Administrator for his considera¬ 
tion for final approval and return to the 
county office. The County Supervisor 
will send the approved original to the 
borrower, retain one copy in the bor¬ 
rower’s county office case folder, send 
one copy to the Finance Office, and one 
copy to the District Director. 

(c) Letter of request for moratorium 
on principal and interest. The County 
Supervisor will provide the borrower who 
wishes to apply for a moratorium on pay- * 
ments with four copies of a letter of re¬ 
quest following appropriate guidelines 
available in all FmHA offices. The bor¬ 
rower will complete the applicable spaces 
and sign and return all copies to the 
County Supervisor. The County Super¬ 
visor will forward the original and two 
copies of the completed letter with an 
original and two copies of his recom¬ 
mendations following the proper format 
for the concurrence of the District Di¬ 
rector. The District Director will indicate 
his determination on the recommenda¬ 
tions form, retain one copy of the letter 
and recommendations form, and return 
the originals and copies of the letter and 
recommendations form to the County 
Supervisor. The County Supervisor will 
distribute the copies in accordance with 
paragraph (b)(1) (iii) of this section. 

(d> Action at expiration of the final 
moratorium period . The County Super¬ 
visor, at the expiration of the final mora¬ 
torium period and after a final deter¬ 
mination concerning the cancellation of 
interest has been made, will prepare and 
submit to the Finance Office Form FmHA 
451-21, ‘’Request for Reamortization of 
Real Estate Loan,” or Form FmHA 451- 
37, “Rescheduled Payment Agreement,” 
as appropriate, to establish a new repay¬ 
ment schedule. The date shown for “pe¬ 
riod ending” on Form FmHA 451-21 for 
a section 502 or 504 account shall not ex¬ 
ceed 33 or 15 years respectively, from 
the date the loan was closed. 
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(1) When a reamortization schedule 
has been calculated and processed, the 
Finance Office will notify the County 
Supervisor by use of Form EmHA 451-26, 
of such reamortization and will make a 
notation of the amount of the new in¬ 
stallments on the back of the reamortized 
note or assumption agreement and ad¬ 
vise the County Supervisor by memoran¬ 
dum of the amount of the new install¬ 
ments. Rescheduled payment agreements 
will be handled in accordance with this 
subpart. 

(2) The County Supervisor will appro¬ 
priately change his records to reflect the 
amount of the new installments and will 
notify the borrower of the change. A new 
promissory note or assumption agree¬ 
ment will not be obtained and no change 
will be made in the original note or as¬ 
sumption agreement. 

(42 U.S.C. 1480: delegation of authority bv 
the Sec. of Agrl., 7 CFR 2.23; delegation of 
authority by the Asst. Sec. for Rural Develop¬ 
ment, 7 CFR 2.70) 

Effective date. This addition shall be¬ 
come effective on July 10,1974. 

Dated: July 8. 1974. 

F. W. Naylor, Jr., 

Acting Administrator , 
Farmers Home Administration. 
|FR Doc.74-15924 Filed 7-9-74; 8:45 am| 

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN- 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-WA-20J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Federal Airway Segment 

The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
to make an adjustment to the ceiling of 
VOR Federal Airway No. 17 between 
McAllen. Tex., and Laredo, Tex. 

V-17 presently excludes the portion of 
the airway above 9,000 feet MSL between 
McAllen and Laredo so that aircraft from 
Laredo Air Force Base can perform aero¬ 
batic flight in that airspace. Laredo Air 
Force Base is now closed and there is no 
longer a requirement for aerobatic flight 
in that airspace. Therefore, action is 
taken herein to restore the normal ceil¬ 
ing to this airway segment. 

Since this amendment merely changes 
the airway ceiling with no alteration of 
alignment or controlled airspace, it is 
minor in nature and one upon which the 
public would not have particular reason 
to comment, and notice and public pro¬ 
cedure thereon are unnecessary. How¬ 
ever, since it is necessary that sufficient 
time be allowed to permit appropriate 
changes to be made on aeronautical 
charts, this amendment will become 
effective more than 30 days after 
publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Septem¬ 
ber 12. 1974, as hereinafter set forth. 


In § 71.123 (39 FR 307 and 6057) V-17 
is amended by deleting all after “Good- 
land, Kan &:* 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on July 3, 
1974. 

Charles H. Newpol, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

I FR Doc 74-15657 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am| 


| Airspace Docket No. 74-SO-9 J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

VOR Federal Airway 

On June 7. 1974, FR Doc. 74-13036 was 
published in the Federal Register (39 FR 
20193> amending Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation regulations, effective 0901 
G.m.t., August 15, 1974, by designating 
alternate VOR Federal Airway No. 7E 
between Montgomery, Ala., and Birming¬ 
ham. Ala. FR Doc. 74-13036 describes V- 
7E as via the Montgomery 358 r and Bir¬ 
mingham 140 radials while the descrip¬ 
tion should have been via the Montgom¬ 
ery 357 ’ and the Birmingham 139 ’ radi¬ 
als. Action is taken herein to make this 
correction. 

Since amending the description of this 
airway is a minor editorial change on 
which the public would have no particu¬ 
lar reason to comment, notice and public 
procedure thereon are unnecessary. How¬ 
ever, since it is necessary that aeronau¬ 
tical charts be depicted correctly, this 
amendment is being made effective im¬ 
mediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, ef¬ 
fective on July 10. 1974 FR Doc. 74-13036 
is amended as hereinafter set forth. “Via 
INT of Mongtomery 358" and Birming¬ 
ham 140’ radials;” is deleted and “Via 
INT Montgomery 357° and Birmingham 
139" radials;” is substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 US.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Washington, D.C.. on July 2 
1974. 

Charles H. Newpol. 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

|FR Doc.74-15658 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am| 


| Airspace Docket No. 74-NW-18| 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation regula¬ 
tions is to alter the Bellingham, Wash¬ 
ington, Control Zone. 

The Control Zone Extension extending 
south of the 5-mile radius of the Belling¬ 
ham International Airport was estab¬ 
lished to contain the Bellingham VOR/ 


DME approach procedure from the 
south. 

Due to other structures in the area 
the signal output of the Bellingham 
VORTAC has been derogated to the ex¬ 
tent that it can no longer support instru¬ 
ment approach procedures south of the 
Bellingham International Airport, and 
these approach procedures have been 
canceled. Accordingly the Control Zone 
Extension south of the Bellingham Con¬ 
trol Zone no longer serves a purpose, and 
action is taken herein to cancel this Con¬ 
trol Zone Extension. 

Since this amendment would be less 
restrictive than the currently designated 
airspace and would impose no additional 
burden on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon is unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, in 
§ 71.171 (39 FR 354) the description of 
the Bellingham. Washington. Control 
Zone is amended to read as follows: 

Beli.ingham, Wash. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Bellingham In¬ 
ternational Airport (Latitude 48 47'40"N 
Longitude 122°32'13**W); within 2 miles each 
side of the Bellingham VORTAC 169 s radial 
extending north from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 3 miles south of the VORTAC. 

Effective Date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t., September 12, 
1974. 

(Sec. 307(A), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
as amended. (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6<c). 
Department of Transportation Act (49 US C. 
1655(c) ) ) 

Issued in Seattle. Washington, on July 
1, 1974. 

J. H. Tanner, 

Acting Director. 

Northwest Region. 

I FR Doc.74 15659 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


| Airspace Docket No. 74-NW-08] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES. CON 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On May 15. 1974. a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Federal 
Register (39 FR 17336) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration was 
considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation regulations that 
would alter the description of the Coeur 
d’Alene, Idaho, Transition Area. 

Interested persons were given thirty 
days in which to submit written data, 
views or arguments. No objections were 
received and the proposed amendment is 
hereby adopted without change. 

Effective date: This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t., September 12. 
1974. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
as amended, (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)): sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act (49 UB.C. 
1655(c))) 
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Issued In Seattle, Washington, on 

July 1.1 974 - j H TanneRi 

Acting Director, 
Northwest Region . 
Coeur D’Alene. Idaho 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
above the surface within 5-mile radius 

coeur D’Alene Air Terminal (Latitude 
47*46'30" N., Longitude 116*49*04" W.) and 
within 9.5 miles north and 5 miles south of 
the Post Falls VOR (latitude 47°44'57" N„ 
Longitude 116*56*49" W.) 073° and 253* 
radials extending from 6 miles east to 18.5 
miles west of the VOR- 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1968 as amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of 
gee 0(c) of the Department of Transpor¬ 
tation Act (49 UJS.C. 1655(c))) 

jFR Doc.74-15662 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 

(Docket No. 13613; Arndt. No. 91-123] 

pART 91 —general operating and 

FLIGHT RULES 
Improved Transponder 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-14782 appearing at page 
23253 of the issue for Thursday, June 27, 
1974, the first line of § 91.24(b) (1), now 
reading “(2) After July 1, 1975, in Group 
IT, should read “(1) After July 1, 1975, 
in Group I”. _ 

[Docket No. 10915; Arndt. 91-124] 

p ART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND 
FLIGHT RULES 

Emergency Locator Transmitters 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 91 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to adopt the statutory exemptions 
contained in section 601(d)(2) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as amended 
by Public Law 93-239 (January 2, 1974) 
and to incorporate these exemption pro¬ 
visions into § 91.52(f) of the regulations. 
Tlie statutory exemptions are adopted 
verbatim and permit certain fixed-wing, 
powered civil aircraft to operate without 
an Emergency Locator Transmitter 
(ELT) 

The amendment to 5 91.52(f)(1) de¬ 
letes the word “engine” from the current 
regulation and substitutes the word “air¬ 
craft” for “airplane.” However, since the 
Act makes the ELT requirement appli¬ 
cable to only fixed-wing, powered air¬ 
craft, the new language creates no sub¬ 
stantive change in the exemption. Simi¬ 
larly, the amendment to § 91.51(f) (2) 
Incorporates new language which clari¬ 
fies the intent of the current exemption 
without substantively altering its scope. 
The amendment to § 91.52(f) (3) extends 
the geographical limit in the current ex¬ 
emption by permitting aircraft to be 
operated in training flights, without 
carrying an ELT, within a radius of 50 
miles of the airport from which the local 
flight operation began. 

The amended § 601(d) of the Act also 
adds several entirely new ELT exemp¬ 
tions. These exemptions are set forth in 
new 5 91.52(f) (4), (5), (7), (8), and 
(9), and permit aircraft to be used in 
certain types of flight operations without 
carrying an ELT. 


New 5 91.52(f)(6) is similar to cur¬ 
rent 5 91.52(f)(4); however, since the 
new section expressly exempts aircraft 
from the ELT requirement while engaged 
in flights which are incident to the aerial 
application of chemicals and other sub¬ 
stances for agricultural purposes, the ex¬ 
emption will apply during necessary 
flights to and from the location of the 
operation. It will be noted that the ap¬ 
plicability of exemption 91.52(f)(6) is 
governed by the flight operation in which 
the aircraft is engaged and not by the 
fact that it may be certificated or 
equipped for aerial application. For ex¬ 
ample, this exemption does not apply to 
“agricultural aircraft” certificated in the 
normal category and fitted with readily 
detachable spraying equipment while 
such aircraft are engaged in flight oper¬ 
ations that are not incident to the aerial 
application of chemicals and other sub¬ 
stances for agricultural purposes. 

Since this amendment is necessary to 
make the Federal Aviation Regulations 
conform to section 601(d) (2) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 and imposes no 
additional burden on any person. I find 
that public notice and procedure hereon 
is unnecessary, and that good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive on less than 30 days’ notice. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421); sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
91 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective July 10, 1974, by 
deleting subparagraphs (1) through (4) 
of § 91.52(f) and by adding new subpara¬ 
graphs (f) (1) through (9), to read as 
follows: 


§ 91.52 Emergency locator transmitters. 


(f) • • * 

(1) Turbojet-powered aircraft; 

(2) Aircraft while engaged in sched¬ 
uled flights by scheduled air carriers cer¬ 
tificated by the Civil Aeronautics Board; 

(3) Aircraft while engaged in training 
operations conducted entirely within a 
50-mile radius of the airport from which 
such local flight operations began; 

(4) Aii*craft while engaged in flight 
operations incident to design and testing; 

(5) New aircraft while engaged in 
flight operations incident to their manu¬ 
facture, preparation, and delivery; 

(6) Aircraft while engaged in flight 
operations incident to the aerial appli¬ 
cation of chemicals and other substances 
for agricultural purposes; 

(7) Aircraft certificated by the Ad¬ 
ministrator for research and develop¬ 
ment purposes; 

(8) Aircraft while used for showing 
compliance with regulations, crew train¬ 
ing. exhibition, air racing, or market 
surveys; and 

(9) Aircraft equipped to carry not 
more than one person. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on July 2, 
1974. 

James E. Dow. 

Acting Administrator. 

(FR Doc.74-15661 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 8886] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Tysons Corner Regional Shopping Center, 

et al.; Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-13925 appearing on 
page 21045 of the issue for Tuesday, June 
18, 1974, following the fourth full para¬ 
graph on page 21046 identified as “C” 
which begins with the word “Notify,” the 
following language and combined order 
should be inserted immediately there¬ 
after and preceding the issuance date: 

The combined order to cease and desist 
as to The May Department Stores Com¬ 
pany and Woodward and Lothrop, Inc., 
including further order requiring report 
of compliance therewith, is as follows: 

I 

For purposes of these orders, the fol¬ 
lowing definitions shall apply: 

A. The term “respondent” refers to 
The May Department Stores Company 
and Woodward and Lothrop, Incorpo¬ 
rated, their operating divisions, their 
subsidiaries, and their respective officers, 
agents, representatives, employees, suc¬ 
cessors or assigns. 

B. The term “shopping center” refers 
to a group of retail outlets in the United 
States of America, planned, developed 
and managed as a unit and containing 
(1) a total floor area designed for retail 
occupancy of 200,000 square feet or more, 
of which at least 50,000 square feet is for 
occupancy by tenants other than re¬ 
spondent. (2) at least two tenants other 
than respondent, (3) at least one major 
tenant, and (4) on-site parking. 

C. The term “tenant” refers to any 
occupant or potential occupant of retail 
space in a shopping center which oc¬ 
cupancy is for the sale of merchandise 
or services to the public, whether said 
occupant leases or owns said space, but 
the term does not refer to an occupant 
of space within the store occupied by 
respondent, which occupant operates a 
department for respondent pursuant to 
a license from respondent. 

D. The term “major tenant” refers to 
a tenant providing primary drawing 
power in a shopping center. A tenant 
which occupies at least 50,000 square feet 
of floor area will be deemed to provide 
primary drawing power. 

n 

A. It is ordered , That respondents, in 
their capacity as tenants in a shopping 
center, cease and desist from making, 
carrying out or enforcing, directly or 
indirectly, an agreement or provision of 
any agreement, whether applicable to 
the shopping center or to any expansion 
thereof, which: 

1. Grants respondents the right to ap¬ 
prove or disapprove the entry into a 
shopping center of any particular tenant 

2. Grants respondents the right to ap¬ 
prove or disapprove the amount of floor 
space that any other tenant may occupy 
in a shopping center; 
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3. Prohibits the admission into a 
shopping center of any particular tenant 
or class of tenants. Including, for pur¬ 
poses of illustration: 

(a) Other department stores, 

(b> Junior department stores, 

(c) Discount stores, or 

(d) Catalogue stores; 

4. Limits the types or brands of mer¬ 
chandise or services which any other 
tenant in a shopping center may offer 
for sale; 

5. Specifies that any other tenant in 
a shopping center shall or shall not sell 
its merchandise or services at any par¬ 
ticular price or within any range of 
prices; 

6. Grants respondents the right to ap¬ 
prove or disapprove the location in a 
shopping center of any other tenant; 

7. Specifies or prohibits any type of 
advertising by other tenants other than 
advertising within a shopping center; or 

8. Prohibits price advertising within 
a shopping center by other tenants or 
controls advertising within a center by 
other tenants in such a way as to make 
It difficult for customers to discern ad¬ 
vertised prices from the common area of 
such shopping center. 

B. It is further ordered, That respond¬ 
ents, in their capacity as tenants in a 
shopping center, shall not enter into or 
carry out any conspiracy, combination 
or arrangement with any other tenant 
to exclude any tenant from a shopping 
center or to achieve the other results 
which respondents are prohibited by 
Paragraph n A of this order from under¬ 
taking by themselves. 

ni. 

A. It is further ordered. That this 
order shall not prohibit respondents 
from including a provision in a recip¬ 
rocal easement agreement or least with 
respect to a shopping center, which pro¬ 
vision identifies in designated buildings 
respondents and those other major ten¬ 
ants which contemporaneously enter 
into such reciprocal easement agreement 
or lease with respect to such shopping 
center. 

B. It is further ordered. That this 
order shall not prohibit respondents 
from negotiating to include, including, 
carrying out or enforcing an agreement 
or provision in any agreement which: 

1. Requires that in respect of the 
selection of other tenants in the shop¬ 
ping center by the developer the follow¬ 
ing objective shall be considered— 
maintaining a balanced and diversified 
grouping of retail stores, merchandise 
and services; 

2. Prohibits occupancy of space in a 
shopping center by clearly objectionable 
types of tenants, including, for purposes 
of illustration, shops selling porno¬ 
graphic materials; 

3. Prohibits occupancy of space in a 
shopping center immediately proximate 
to respondents by types of tenants that 
create undue noise, litter or odor, in¬ 
cluding, for purposes of illustration, 
carry-out food shops; 

4. Requires that reasonable standards 
of appearance, signs, maintenance and 


liousekeeping be maintained in & shop¬ 
ping center; or 

5. Establishes a layout of a shopping 
center which layout may (a) designate 
respondents* store, (b) set forth the 
location, size and height of all buildings, 
but not the amount of floor space that 
any other tenant may occupy in the 
shopping center, and <c) locate parking 
areas, roadways, utilities, entrances, 
exits, walkways, malls, landscaped areas 
and other common areas. 

IV. 

It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ents shall: 

A. Within thirty (3D) days after serv¬ 
ice of this order upon respondents, dis¬ 
tribute a copy of this order to each of 
their operating divisions; 

B. Within thirty (30) days after serv¬ 
ice of this order upon respondents, 
notify each developer of shopping cen¬ 
ters in which respondents are tenants, 
of this order by providing each such 
developer with a copy thereof by regis¬ 
tered certified mail; 

C. Within sixty (60) days after serv¬ 
ice of this order upon respondents, file 
with the Commission a report showing 
the manner and form in which they have 
complied and are complying with each 
and every specific provision of this order; 
and 

D. Notify the Commission at least 
thirty (30) days prior to any proposed 
change in the corporate respondents 
such as dissolution, assignment or sale 
resulting in the emergence of successor 
corporations, the creation or dissolution 
of subsidiaries, or any other change in 
the corporations which may affect com¬ 
pliance obligations arising out of these 
orders. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-15676 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


Title 18—Conservation of Power and 
Water Resources 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL POWER 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS UNDER THE 
FEDERAL POWER ACT 

[Docket No. RM74-26; Order 5111 

PART 4—LICENSES, PERMITS, AND 

DETERMINATION OF PROJECT COSTS 

Exhibit R Maps and Drawings 

July 1, 1974. 

Section 4.41 of the regulations details 
those exhibits which are required to be 
filed as part of applications for license. 
An Exhibit R is “a proposed plan for full 
public utilization of project waters and 
adjacent lands for recreational purposes 
so far as consistent with proper opera¬ 
tion of the project for the development 
of water power and other public pur¬ 
poses.” Experience in processing and 
evaluating Exhibits R filed with the 
Commission over the past few years 
shows it is desirable to modify Subsec¬ 
tions (1) and (2) of 5 4.41—Exhibit R. 

Section 4.41—R(l) of the existing 
regulations does not specifically require 
applicants for license or licensees to de¬ 


lineate on Exhibit R maps the project 
boundary as shown on the Exhibit K. so 
as to include existing and proposed pub¬ 
lic recreational areas. As a result, It often 
has been necessary to return the Exhibit 
R maps to the applicant or licensee for 
positive identification of the project 
boundary so as to include all existing and 
proposed recreational developments at 
a project within the project boundary 

The initial processing of applications 
for license as well as applications for 
amendment to license involving Exhibits 
R would be simplified and expedited by 
requiring each applicant or licensee to 
delineate the project boundary (exclud¬ 
ing surveying details) at all recreational 
development sites shown on the Exhibit 
R maps and to make those boundaries 
comparable to those shown on the Ex¬ 
hibit K drawings. 

An additional inadequacy of subsec¬ 
tion (1) as it presently exists is its failure 
to require a schedule of development as 
well as cost estimates of recreational fa¬ 
cilities, although these are inherent in 
any application and can be requested 
under the authority of § 4.31 of the regu¬ 
lations. In addition. Subsection (2) (a) 
requires an economic analysis which can¬ 
not be made without such a schedule and 
cost estimates. 

In regard to subsection 2(c) of § 4.41— 
R, it now requires an applicant or a li¬ 
censee to consult with appropriate agen¬ 
cies in preparing an Exhibit R. The 
subsection should be clarified by the ex¬ 
press inclusion of the Bureau of Outdoor 
Recreation (BOR> of the Department 
of the Interior. 

One reason for this is that BOR re¬ 
views and makes recommendations on 
all Exhibits R sent for review to the De¬ 
partment by the Commission. Beyond 
this, it is BOR which reviews and ap¬ 
proves Statewide Comprehensive Out¬ 
door Recreation Plans (SCORP), which 
in turn allow state and local governments 
to apply for and receive Land and Water 
Conservation Fund matching monies 
(Public Law 88-578) for recreational de¬ 
velopment. Many of these developments 
by state and local governments are on 
land provided by applicants or licensees 
at hydroelectric projects under Commis¬ 
sion jurisdiction. 

In addition, applicants or licensees of¬ 
ten accept BOR recommendations to 
modify their Exhibits R and make 
amended or supplemental filings accord¬ 
ingly. Such filings require additional 
processing and thus delay approval of 
the affected applications and amend¬ 
ments by the Commission. More mean¬ 
ingful and comprehensive initial exhibits 
will result from a requirement that ap¬ 
plicants and licensees consult and coop¬ 
erate with BOR during preparation of 
their Exhibits R. This also will eliminate 
much of the need for requesting supple¬ 
mental or amended filings. It is believed 
that more expeditious handling of these 
applications will result in earlier con¬ 
struction of public use facilities with sub¬ 
sequent benefit to the public. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) In order to facilitate processing 
of applications for license and applica- 
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tions for amendment to license, it is 
appropriate that Commission Regula¬ 
tions concerning required exhibits be 
amended. The modifications of Section 
4 41 -Exhibit R which are set out below 
will provide better applications and 
coordination within the application 
process as well as clarification of land 
boundaries relating to recreation. 

( 2 ) Good cause exists to justify issu¬ 
ance of tliis order with immediate effec¬ 
tive date. 

(3) The amendment here adpoted is 
in the public interest and necessary and 
appropriate for the administration of 
the Federal Power Act. 

(4) The notice and effective date pro¬ 
visions of 5 U.S.C. 553 do not apply with 
respect to the amendment here adopted. 
The amendment constitutes a rule 
of agency procedure. Notice and public 
procedure in regard to its adoption are 
unnecessary. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the provisions of the Federal Power Act, 
as amended, particularly section 309 (49 
Stat. 858-859; 16 U.S.C. 8251D, orders: 

<A) Section 4.41-Exhibit R in Part 4 
of Subchapter B of Chapter 1, Title 18 
of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
revised in part as follows: 

§4.41 Required exhibits. 

Exhibit R. A proposed plan for full public 
utilization of project waters and adjacent 
lands for recreational purposes so far as con¬ 
sistent with proper operation of the project 
for the development of water power and 
other public purposes. The exhibit shall 
Include: 

(1) A map or maps on an appropriate 
scale, one of which covers the entire project 
area, clearly delineating by use of symbols, 
shading, crosshatching, etc.: 

♦ * • • • 

(d) The project boundary (excluding sur¬ 
veying details) at all areas designated for 
recreational use and development, referenced 
sufficiently to the appropriate Exhibit K 
maps, to show that all lands reserved for 
existing and proposed recreational develop¬ 
ment are included within the project 
boundary. 

(2) On the map, or on separate sheets to 
be filed as part of the exhibit, the following 
information: 

• ••*•• 

(b) Estimated present or initial recrea¬ 
tional use and projected ultimate recrea¬ 
tional use, in daytime or overnight visits. 

(c) A schedule of initial and future re¬ 
creational development and cost estimates of 
any existing, and of initial and projected 
future, development. 

(d) The nature and extent of consultation 
and cooperation with the Bureau of Outdoor 
Recreation of the Department of the In¬ 
terior, with Federal agencies having super¬ 
vision over lands of the United States af¬ 
fected by the project, and with appropriate 
State and local agencies. Copies of coopera¬ 
tive agreements entered into with such 
agencies shall be Included as part of the 
Exhibit R. 

• • • • • 

(B) The amendment adopted herein 
shall be effective upon Issuance of this 
order. 
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(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-15636 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 

Title 31 —Money and Finance: Treasury 

CHAPTER V—OFFICE OF FOREIGN 

ASSETS CONTROL, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TREASURY 

PART 515 —CUBAN ASSETS CONTROL 
REGULATIONS 

Interpretations and Licensing Policy 
Statements 

Subpart D is being amended to add 
current administrative interpretations of 
the regulations which have not previ¬ 
ously been published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. Subpart E is being amended to 
include current statements of licensing 
policy. These licensing policy statements 
have not previously been published in 
the Federal Register except for the pol¬ 
icy statement in § 515.555 which was 
published October 7. 1965, 30 FR 12812. 
The statements in §§ 515.544, 515.552, 
515.557 and 515.558 have previously been 
available to the public in the form of 
Public Documents. They and § 515.555 
are being amended for the purpose of 
clarification. 

Subpart D is hereby amended by the 
addition of §§515.410. 515.411, 515.412, 
515.413 and 515.414 to read as follows: 

§ 515.410 Dealing abroad in Cuban ori¬ 
gin commodities. 

Section 515.204 prohibits, unless li¬ 
censed, the importation of commodities 
of Cuban origin. It also prohibits, unless 
licensed, persons subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the United States from pur¬ 
chasing, transporting or otherwise deal¬ 
ing in commodities of Cuban origin 
which are outside the United States. 

§ 515.411 Exclusion from authorization 
in § 515.518. 

Heirs, legatees, etc. who acquire an in¬ 
terest in blocked property after July 8, 
1963 pursuant to § 515.525 are excluded 
from the provisions of § 515.518 authoriz¬ 
ing debits to blocked accounts for certain 
personal expenditures. 

§ 515.412 American-owned foreign 
firms: duties of U.S. Citizen officers 
and directors. 

A general license in § 515.541 author¬ 
izes American-controlled firms located 
in the authorized trade territory (see 
§ 515.322) and doing a non-banking 
business to engage in certain transac¬ 
tions with Cuba or its nationals with¬ 
out a specific license. However, this sec¬ 
tion does not authorize United States 
citizens who are officers, directors, or 
principal managerial personnel of such 
firms to engage, participate or be in¬ 
volved in transactions with Cuba; nor 
does It authorize such persons to allow 
firms which they control to engage in 


prohibited transactions with Cuba or its 
nationals. Such persons are regarded as 
being involved in prohibited transactions 
when they set policy to permit the for¬ 
eign firm to engage in such transactions 
even if they do not themselves actively 
engage in such transactions. 

§ 515.413 Furnishing technical advice to 
American-owned foreign firms. 

Section 515.201 of the regulations does 
not prohibit an engineering firm in the 
United States from providing technical 
assistance to a person in a third country 
with respect to specifications, quality 
control, etc., although such advice may 
result in purchases by that third country 
person of goods of Cuban origin. The fact 
that the engineering firm is not within 
the scope of the license in Section 515.541 
does not preclude such advice. However, 
the engineering firm may not itself pro¬ 
cure any such goods for its own account 
or for that of the foreign person. 

§ 515.414 Foreign branches of U.S. firm 
within the scope of § 515.541. 

The provisions of § 515.541 are appli¬ 
cable to foreign branches of a U.S. firm. 

Subpart E is hereby amended by 
changing the caption to read “Licenses, 
Authorizations, and Statements of Li¬ 
censing Policy”, and by adding §§ 515.543 
through 515.558. The amended caption 
and the statements of licensing policy 
read as follows: 

Subpart E—Licenses, Authorizations, and 
Statements of Licensing Policy 

§ 515.543 Proof of origin. 

Specific licenses for importation of 
goods of Cuban origin are generally not 
issued unless the applicant submits satis¬ 
factory documentary proof of the loca¬ 
tion of the goods outside Cuba prior to 
July 8, 1963 and of the absence of any 
Cuban interest in the goods at all times 
on or since that date. Since the type of 
document which would constitute satis¬ 
factory proof varies depending upon the 
facts of the particular case, it is not pos¬ 
sible to state in advance the type of docu¬ 
ments required. However, it has been 
found that affidavits, statements, in¬ 
voices, and other documents prepared by 
manufacturers, processors, sellers or 
shippers cannot be relied on and are 
therefore not by themselves accepted by 
the Office of Foreign Assets Control as 
satisfactory proof of origin. Independent 
corroborating documentary evidence, 
such as insurance documents, bills of lad¬ 
ing, etc., may be accepted as satisfactory 
proof. 

(a) Except as stated in paragraph (b) 
of this section, specific licenses are not 
issued for the importation of Cuban- 
origin goods sent as gifts to persons in 
the United States or acquired abroad as 
gifts by persons entering the United 
States. However, licenses are issued upon 
request for the return of such goods to 
the donors in countries other than Cuba. 

(b) Specific licenses are issued for the 
importation directly from Cuba (1) of 
goods which are claimed by the importer 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 133—WEDNESDAY, JULY 10, 1974 





25318 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


to have been sent as a. bona fide gift and 

(2) of goods which are imported by a 
person entering the U.S., which are 
claimed to have been acquired in Cuba 
as a bona fide gift, subject to the condi¬ 
tions that: 

(1) The goods are of small value, and 

(ii) There is no reason to believe that 

there is, or has been since July 8, 1963, 
any direct or indirect financial or com- 
merical benefit to Cuba or nationals 
thereof from the importation. 

§ 515.545 Hooks and other publications, 
films phonograph record*, tapes, 
photographs microfilm, microfiche 
and posters of Cuban origin. 

(a) Imports lor educational and re¬ 
search purposes. (1) Specific licenses are 
issued for the purchase and importation 
of Cuban-origin books and other publi¬ 
cations, films, phonograph records, tapes, 
photographs, microfilm, microfiche and 
posters by universities, libraries, research 
and scientific institutions without re¬ 
striction as to method of payment, or on 
an exchange basis, provided such mate¬ 
rials are for specific educational or re¬ 
search programs of such institutions 
which are approved by the Librarian of 
Congress or the National Science 
Foundation. 

(2) Specific licenses are issued to 
scholars holding U.S. passports validated 
for travel to Cuba authorizing: Payment 
of expenses for travel to and from, and 
maintenance within, Cuba for the pur¬ 
pose of study and research; and, the 
acquisition in Cuba by such scholars and 
importation into the U.S., without re¬ 
striction as to manner of payment, of 
Cuban-origin books and other publica¬ 
tions, films, phonograph records, tapes, 
photographs, microfilm, microfiche and 
posters necessary to their research, pro¬ 
vided that a validated U.S. passport is 
presented to Customs at the time of 
importation. 

(b) Imports for commercial purposes . 
Specific licenses are issued for the im¬ 
portation for commercial purposes of any 
Cuban-origin books or other publica¬ 
tions, films, phonograph records, tapes, 
photographs, microfilm, microfiche and 
posters provided that such payment for 
such materials is made by the licensee 
by deposit into a blocked account in a 
domestic bank in the name of the Cuban 
seller; that the bank confirms to the 
Office of Foreign Assets Control that the 
account has been designated as a blocked 
account on its books; and that reports of 
any such imports and deposits are made 
by the licensee. Reports are required to 
contain the following information: 

(1) Port of importation and of expor¬ 
tation, 

(2) Name and address of importer of 
record. 

(3) Name and address of buyer, 

(4) Type of materials, Le. books, 
magazines, newspapers, films, etc., 

(5) Quantity and value of materials 
imported, 

(6) Statement of all sales of materials 
imported, showing the number sold, the 


amounts deposited in blocked account 
and the name and address of the domestic 
banks where the accounts. 

(c) Imports of Cuban publications , etc. 
as bona-fide gifts. See § 515.544(b). 

§ 515.546 New* material from Cuba. 

(a) Imports by newsgathertng agen¬ 
cies. Specific licenses are issued for the 
purchase and importation of Cuban- 
origin newspapers, magazines, photo¬ 
graphs, films, tapes, and other news ma¬ 
terial or copies thereof by newsgathering 
agencies in the United States without 
restriction as to method of payment, 
provided such materials are imported for 
domestic news publication or news broad¬ 
cast dissemination. 

(b) News material acquired in Cuba by 
journalists and neios correspondents. (1) 
Specific licenses are issued to journalists 
and news correspondents holding U.S. 
passports validated for travel to Cuba 
authorizing (i) payment of expenses for 
travel to and from, and maintenance 
within, Cuba for the purpose of gather¬ 
ing and transmitting news to the United 
States; and (ii) the acquisition in Cuba 
for transmission to and importation into 
the United States of newspapers, maga¬ 
zines, photographs, films, tapes and other 
news material, or copies thereof, neces¬ 
sary for their journalistic assignments. 

(2) A condition of the license is that 
a United States passport validated for 
travel to Cuba must be presented to Cus¬ 
toms at the time of importation. 

§ 515.547* Research sample*. 

Specific licenses are issued for impor¬ 
tation of Cuban-origin conpnodities for 
bona-fide research purposes in sample 
quantities only. 

§ 515.548. Services rendered by Cuba to 
United Stales aircraft. 

Specific licenses are issued for payment 
to Cuba of charges for services rendered 
by Cuba in connection with overflights 
of Cuba or emergency landings in Cuba, 
of private, commercial or government- 
owned United States aircraft, provided , 
That payment is made to Cuba through 
the Department of State and not through 
a commercial bank. 

§ 515.549. Bank accounts and other 
properly of non-Cuban citizens who 
were in Cuba on or after July 8, 
1963. 

(a) Citizens of foreign countries. Spe¬ 
cific licenses are issued unblocking the 
accounts and other property of non- 
Cuban citizens who have left Cuba, pro¬ 
vided that they submit evidence satis¬ 
factorily demonstrating that they have 
established residence in a foreign coun¬ 
try in the authorized trade territory. 

(b) Decedents who died in Cuba on or 
after July 8, 1963. Specific licenses are 
issued authorizing the administration of 
the estates of non-Cuban decedents who 
died in Cuba, provided that any distri¬ 
bution to a blocked national of Cuba is 
made by deposit in a blocked account in 
a domestic bank in the name of the 
blocked national. 


£ 515.550 Hank account* in the 

a blocked Cuban decedent; payment 
to a non-block cd surviving ■ymnne. 

Specific licenses are issued unblocking 
up to 50 percent of an account of a 
blocked Cuban decedent where a non- 
blocked surviving spouse of such dece¬ 
dent claims beneficial ownership inter¬ 
est in a portion or all of a bank account 
held in the name of the decedent. This 
policy, which is an exception to the nor¬ 
mal requirement of independent docu¬ 
mentary proof of beneficial ownersliip. is 
based on the presumption of the exist¬ 
ence of such interest in the non- blocked 
spouse on or since July 8, 1963, arising 
under the Cuban community property 
law. 

§ 515.551 Joint bank account*. 

(a) Specific licenses are issued un¬ 
blocking a portion of or all of a joint 
bank account blocked by reason of the 
fact that one or more of the persons in 
whose names the account is held is a 
blocked national, where a non-blocked 
applicant claims beneficial ownership, as 
follows: 

(1) Joiiit bank account, without sur¬ 
vivorship provisions. Specific licenses are 
issued unblocking only that amount with 
respect to which the applicant is able to 
prove beneficial ownership by documen¬ 
tary evidence independent of his asser¬ 
tions of interest. 

(2) Joint bank account , with survivor¬ 
ship provision. Specific licenses are is¬ 
sued unblocking an amount equivalent to 
that portion of the total amount to 
which the applicant would be entitled if 
the total were divided evenly among the 
persons in whose names the account is 
held (e.g. 50 percent where there are two 
names; 33 J /3 percent where there are 
three names). Such licenses generally 
are issued on the basis of applicant s as¬ 
sertions of beneficial ownership interest 
without the requirement of independent 
evidence. 

(3) Joint bank account in the names 
of a husband and wife , with survivorship 
provision. Specific licenses are issued un¬ 
blocking portions of such accounts 
blocked by reason of the residence of one 
spouse in Cuba in favor of the non- 
blocked spouse under the policy stated 
in paragraph (c) (2> of this section. How¬ 
ever, if 50 percent of the account has 
been unblocked under that policy, and 
the spouse who is the blocked Cuban na¬ 
tional subsequently dies, a license un¬ 
blocking one-half of the blocked balance 
is not issued to the surviving spouse un¬ 
der the policy relating to community 
property stated in § 515.550. A license 
would be issued for the unblocking of an 
additional amount only to the extent 
that the surviving spouse is able to es¬ 
tablish by independent documentary 
evidence that it is his or her separate 
property, i.e. owned independently prior 
to the marriage and thus not part of the 
community property. 
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c 515.552 Proceed* of insurance poli¬ 
cies. 

(a) Specific licenses are issued author¬ 
izing payment of a portion of the pro¬ 
ceeds of a blocked life insurance policy 
Issued on the life of a blocked Cuban na¬ 
tional who died in Cuba after July 8, 
1963, to non-blocked beneficiaries as 
follows: 

(1) Payment may be licensed of a por¬ 
tion equal to the proportionate shares 
due the beneficiaries after deduction of 
an amount equal to the cash surrender 
value of the policy on the date of the 
insured's death, i.e. the value of the 
blocked insured's interest, subject to the 
condition that the amount deducted is 
deposited in a blocked account in a do¬ 
mestic bank in the name of the estate of 
the insured. 

(2) As an alternative procedure at the 
option of the applicant, payment may be 
licensed of the total amount of the pro¬ 
ceeds into a blocked amount in a domes¬ 
tic bank in the names of the benefici¬ 
aries, subject to the condition that the 
account is designated as blocked by rea¬ 
son of the interest of the deceased in¬ 
sured in the policy since July 8, 1963. 
Licenses may subsequently be issued au¬ 
thorizing payments from such blocked 
account to non-blocked beneficiaries pro¬ 
vided that the balance remains equal to 
the cash surrender value of the policy 
on the date of the insured's death, and 
accrued interest. 

(3) Where a non-blocked surviving 
spouse of the insured is a beneficiary, 
payments to such spouse are licensed 
pursuant to the procedures in paragraph 
(a) (1) and (2) of this section. In addi¬ 
tion, licenses are issued authorizing pay¬ 
ment of up to 50 percent of the cash 
surrender value under the policy stated 
in § 515.550. 

(b) Where a blocked life insurance 
policy on the life of a blocked Cuban 
national who died in Cuba after July 8, 
1963, provides for payment to the estate 
of the insured, licenses are not issued 
for payment except to a blocked account 
in a domestic bank in the name of the 
estate of the deceased insured. 

§ 515.553 Bank accounts of official rep- 
resentatives in Cuba of foreign gov¬ 
ernments. 

Specific licenses are issued authorizing 
payments from accounts of official rep¬ 
resentatives in Cuba of foreign govern¬ 
ments for transactions which are not in¬ 
consistent with the purposes of any of 
the regulations in this chapter. 

§ 515.554 Transfer* of abandoned prop¬ 
erty under .State law*. 

(a) Except as stated in paragraph (b) 
of this section, specific licenses are not 
Issued authorizing the transfer of 
blocked property to State agencies 
under State laws governing abandoned 
property. 

(b) Specific licenses are issued author¬ 
izing the transfer of blocked property 
Pursuant to the laws of the State gov¬ 
erning abandoned property to the ap¬ 
propriate State agency provided that the 
State’s laws are custodial in nature, i.e.. 


there is no permanent transfer of bene¬ 
ficial interest to the State. Licenses re¬ 
quire the property to be held by the State 
in accounts w T hich are identified as 
blocked under the regulations. A separate 
index of these blocked assets is required 
to be maintained by the State agency. 

§ 515.555 Assets of Cuban firms wholly 
or substantially owned by U.S. citi¬ 
zens. 

(a) Specific licenses are issued to ap¬ 
plicants requesting the unblocking of 
their stock in Cuban corporations if: 

(1) The corporation was wholly or 
substantially owned by United States 
citizens on July 8.1963; 

(2) The assets are in the United States 
and either: 

(3) The applicant is a stockholder 
who was a United States citizen on 
July 8, 1963 and owned the stock inter¬ 
ests on that date; or, 

(4) The applicant is a non-blocked 
person who acquired such stock interest 
after July 8, 1963 from a person specified 
in paragraph (a) (3) of this section. 

(b) The issuance of licenses is condi¬ 
tioned on the applicant’s furnishing the 
following information: 

(1) Detailed information as to the sta¬ 
tus of all debts and other obligations of 
the Cuban corporation, specifying the 
citizenship and residence of each creditor 
as of July 8, 1963, and as of the date of 
filing of the application; 

(2) Current status of the Cuban cor¬ 
poration, e.g., liquidated, nationalized, 
inoperative, etc.; 

(3) A detailed description of all the 
corporation’s assets, wherever located; 

(4) A list of all officers, directors, and 
stockholders giving the citizenship and 
the residence of each such person as of 
July 8,1963; and, 

(5) Satisfactory proof that such stock 
was owned by U.S. citizens as of July 8, 
1963. Such proof may consist of sworn 
statements by the persons in question 
attesting to their citizenship. The Office 
of Foreign Assets Control reserves the 
right to require additional proof of 
citizenship. 

§ 515.556 Accounts of Cuban citizens 
outside Cuba wbo resided in Cuba on 
or after July 8, 1963. 

Section 515.521 authorizes the release 
of $100 per month for living expenses 
from blocked accounts of Cuban citizens 
outside Cuba who resided in Cuba on or 
after July 8, 1963. This amount may be 
increased if the applicant is able to es¬ 
tablish that such increase is reasonable 
and necessary. 

§ 515.557 Accounts of Cuban partner¬ 
ships. 

Specific licenses are issued unblock¬ 
ing partnerships established under the 
laws of Cuba as follows: 

(a) Where all of the general partners 
and limited partners, if any. have emi¬ 
grated from Cuba and have established 
residence in the United States or in a 
country in the authorized trade terri¬ 
tory, specific licenses are issued unblock¬ 
ing the assets of the partnership after 


deducting the total debt due creditors 
wherever located. 

(b) Where one or more partners, 
whether general or limited, is still in 
Cuba (or elsewhere but still blocked), 
specific licenses are issued unblocking 
only the net pro-rata shares of those 
partners who are resident in the United 
States or in a country in the authorized 
trade territory after deducting the total 
debt due creditors wherever located. 

(c) The issuance of licenses is condi¬ 
tioned on the applicant’s furnishing the 
following information: 

(1) Detailed information as to the 
status of all debts and other obligations 
of the blocked partnership, specifying 
the citizenship and residence of each 
creditor as of July 8, 1963, and as of the 
date of the application; 

(2) Current status of the Cuban 
partnership, e.g., liquidated, nation¬ 
alized, inoperative, etc.; 

(3) A detailed description of all the 
partnership’s assets, wherever located; 
and, 

(4) A list of all partners, indicating 
whether they are general, limited, etc. 
and giving their citizenship and resi¬ 
dence as of July 8. 1963, and as of the 
date of filing of the application. 

§ 515.558 Accounts of Cuban sole pro¬ 
prietorships. 

Specific licenses are issued unblocking 
sole proprietorships established under 
the laws of Cuba if the proprietor has 
emigrated from Cuba and established 
residence in the United States or a coun¬ 
try in the authorized trade territory. 

(Sec. 5, 40 Stat. 415, as amended, 50 U.S.C. 
App. 5: sec. 620(a), 75 Stat. 445. 22 U.S.C. 
2370(a); Proc. 3447. 27 FR 1085, 3 CFR, 
1959-1963 Comp.; E.O. 9193, July 6. 1942, 7 
FR 5205, 3 CFR, Cum. Supp. p. 1174, E.O. 
9989. Aug. 20, 1948, 13 FR 4891, 3 CFR 1943- 
1948 Comp., p. 748) 

Effective date. This amendment of 
Part 515 shall become effective on 
July 10,1974. 

[seal] Stanley L. Sommerfield. 

Acting Director , 

Office of Foreign Assets Control . 

(FR Doc.74-15673 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMUL¬ 
GATION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Kansas, Approval of Compliance Schedules 

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842), pursu¬ 
ant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and 40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator 
approved portions of State plans for im¬ 
plementation of the national ambient 
air quality standards. On February 15, 
May 11, and May 15, 1973, the State of 
Kansas submitted to the Environmental 
Protection Agency compliance schedules 
to be considered as proposed revisions to 
the approved plans pursuant to 40 CFR 
51.6. The approvable schedules were 
adopted by the State and submitted to 
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the Environmental Protection Agency 
after notice and public hearings in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedural require¬ 
ments of 40 CFR 51.4 and 51.6 and the 
substantive requirements of 40 CFR 
51.15 pertaining to compliance schedules, 
and have been determined to be consist¬ 
ent with the approved control strategies 
of Kansas. Accordingly, the Administra¬ 
tor proposed approval of these schedules 
on November 27, 1973 in the Federal 
Register 38 FR 32583. The proposed 
approval of these schedules published 
in the November 27, 1973 Federal 
Register provided for a 30 day comment 
period. No comments concerning these 
schedules were received. The Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency has reviewed 
and considered the records of the public 
hearing held by Kansas. Set forth below 
are specific compliance schedules which 
the Administrator finds approvable. Pur¬ 
suant to 40 CFR 51.8 the Administrator 
approves the schedules listed below. 

Each approved revision establishes a 
new date by which the individual source 
must comply with the applicable emission 
limitation in the Federally approved 
State Implementation Plan. This date is 
indicated in the table below, under the 
heading ‘‘Final Compliance Date.” In all 
cases, the schedules include incremental 
steps toward compliance with the ap¬ 
plicable emission limitations. While the 
tables below do not include these in¬ 
terim dates, the actual compliance sched¬ 
ules do. 

Three schedules. Longford Mill Prod¬ 
ucts. Colt Industries, and Longton De¬ 
hydrating and Milling have new final 
compliance dates and will be reproposed 
at a later date. Iola Dehydrating Com¬ 
pany is now under a state order, has not 
been resubmitted, and is considered with¬ 
drawn. No further official action will be 
taken. 

Since the large numbers of compliance 
schedules preclude setting forth detailed 
reasons for approval of individual sched¬ 
ules in the Federal Register, an evalu¬ 
ation report has been prepared for each 
individual compliance schedule. Copies 
of these evaluation reports and com¬ 
pliance schedules are available for pub¬ 
lic inspection at the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency, 1735 Baltimore, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64108. 

This rulemaking is promulgated pur¬ 
suant to the authority of section 110 of 
the Clean Air Act of 1970, as amended. 

The effective date of this rulemaking 
will be August 9,1974. 
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§ 32.876 Compliance schedule. Identified below are approved as revisions 

• • • • . to the plan pursuant to §§ 51.6 and 51 u 

(c) State compliance schedules. (1) alVmnuttof^.j 1 !. !' egu,a ^ ion s cited are 
The compliance schedules for the sources Stat^SLthemiieSd "" * the 

Kansas 

_ !""* u ,callon D “ ptwi Eff sr° 

Oxford Dehydrating Co a # . ■—— 

Independence... 28-19-20 ....do . do T> 

R-W Milling Co. . M-19-20 ....do..".‘.do”””"' 

i&gnu ueffyd^ng « Co .': S3 1:1 “V- ® 

IFR Doc.74-15728 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] ~ 


Dated: July 3.1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator . 

Part 52 of Chapter I, 40 CFR is 
amended as follows: 

Subpart R—Kansas 

1. Section 52.876 is amended by adding 
paragraph (c) as follows: 


PART 85—-CONTROL OF AIR POLLUTION 

FROM NEW MOTOR VEHICLES AND 

NEW MOTOR VEHICLE ENGINES 

Evaporative Emissions Compliance 
Procedures 

The current evaporative emissions 
measurement technique used in certifi¬ 
cation testing is an adsorption tray tech¬ 
nique. Activated charcoal canisters are 
connected to sources of fuel vapor emis¬ 
sions, and based on weight increase of 
the activated carbon traps the evapora¬ 
tive emissions are determined. Review of 
past EPA evaporative emissions data in- 
dicate that large percentages of test 
vehicles, both durability (50,000 miles) 
and emission data (4,000 miles), exhibit 
evaporative emission levels substantially 
below the standard, and that few test 
vehicles fail to meet the standards. Data 
such as these indicate that design tech¬ 
nology in the area of evaporative emis¬ 
sions control has reached a level that 
virtually eliminates the chance of test 
vehicles failing the evaporative emis¬ 
sion standard—either due to deteriora¬ 
tion during 50,000 miles, or from emis¬ 
sion levels at 4,000 miles. 

The success of manufacturers in de¬ 
veloping technology that allows the cur¬ 
rent standard to be met in terms of the 
current test procedures does not mean, 
however, that the problem of evapora¬ 
tive emissions from cars is solved. Testing 
performed with a test procedure that 
measures all of the evaporative emis¬ 
sions from a vehicle, instead of just the 
emissions from the most likely sources, 
has shown that for cars in actual use 
evaporative emissions are far higher 
than measured by the current test 
procedure. 

EPA is currently pursuing the develop¬ 
ment of a more effective evaporative 
emission test procedure for use in cer¬ 
tification testing which will allow more 
complete measurement of evaporative 
emissions, and associated new evapora¬ 
tive emission standards, but that tech¬ 
nique is not expected to be available for 
about two years. In the interim. EPA has 


determined that an alternate evapora¬ 
tive emission compliance procedure 
should be made available for evaluating 
those vehicles whose evaporative emis¬ 
sion control systems and their applica¬ 
tion remain unchanged from model vear 
to model year. 

Evaporative emission control systems 
and evaporative emission standards have 
generally not changed from one model 
year to the next (nor are they expected 
to do so in the near future). Currently 
notwithstanding the fact that an evapo¬ 
rative emission control system may not 
have changed, manufacturers are re¬ 
quired to perform complete exhaust and 
evaporative emission tests on each test 
vehicle to obtain a certificate of con¬ 
formity. This redundant testing of evap¬ 
orative emission control systems which 
have demonstrated, in previous model 
years, compliance with the standard, is 
costly and inefficient for both manufac¬ 
turers and the Agency. Accordingly. EPA 
technical staff has investigated means of 
improving the evaporative emission com¬ 
pliance procedure with a view toward 
recognizing the proven nature of exist¬ 
ing evaporative emission control systems. 

EPA studies indicate that there are no 
synergistic effects between exhaust emis¬ 
sion control system performance and the 
portions of the Federal Test Procedure 
associated with evaporative emissions 
preconditioning and measurement. EPA 
has also concluded that in many 
instances it is possible to evaluate the 
performance of evaporative emission 
control systems on the basis of the data 
generated by similar prior model year 
systems. Thus a more economical ex¬ 
haust emission test procedure can be 
used to determine compliance with the 
exhaust emissions standards only. The 
shorter exhaust emission test procedure 
was developed by deleting all portions of 
the Federal Test Procedure whicli are in¬ 
cluded in that test only to provide for 
evaporative emissions preconditioning 
and measurement. The resulting short¬ 
ened Federal Test Procedure has been 
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shown to yield equivalent exhaust emis¬ 
sions results when compared to the full 
Federal Test Procedure. 

The shortened Federal Test Procedure 
*111 be available for testing those vehicles 
erhich qualify for evaporative emission 
data carry-over. EPA will evaluate the 
design of the manufacturer’s evapora¬ 
tive emission control system and compare 
that design to previous model year de¬ 
signs If. in EPA’s determination, the 
two systems are substantially the same, 
the manufacturer will be allowed to use 
the previously obtained evaporative emis¬ 
sion data in lieu of performing the com¬ 
plete exhaust and evaporative emissions 
test to obtain certification. 

These amendments are being promul¬ 
gated in final form to become effective 
60 days after publication. 

The Administrator has found that 
good cause exists to omit the procedure 
of proposal and opportunity for public 
comment because: 

1 . It is appropriate to initiate this 
procedure for the 1976 model year and 
industry lead time requirements make 
the usual proposal and comment period 
impracticable, and 

2. Since the procedure is an alternative 
one which manufacturers may choose 
not to follow, proposal and opportunity 
for comment are unnecessary. 

These amendments are issued under 
authority of section 206 of the Clean Air 
Act as amended (42 U.S.C. 1857f-6), and 
are effective September 9, 1974. 

Dated: July 3.1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator . 

Part 85, Title 40 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations as applicable to 1976 
and later model year light-duty gasoline - 
fueled vehicles, and light-duty trucks, 
is amended as follows: 

1. In § 85.076-5, paragraph (f) is re¬ 
vised. As amended, the section reads as 
follows: 

§ 83.076—5 Teat vehicle*. 

• * • • * 

(f) In lieu of testing an emission 
data or durability data vehicle selected 
under paragraph <b) or (c) of this sec¬ 
tion, and submitting data therefor, a 
manufacturer may, with the prior writ¬ 
ten approval of the Administrator, sub¬ 
mit exhaust emission data and/or fuel 
evaporative emission data on a similar 
vehicle for which certification has pre¬ 
viously been obtained. 

• • • • • 

2. In 5 85.076-7. paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are revised. As amended, the section 
reads as follows: 

§ 83.076-7 Mileage accumulation and 
emission standards. 

* * » * • 

(a) Emission data vehicles. Each emis¬ 
sion data vehicle shall be driven 4.000 
miles with all emission control systems 
installed and operating. Complete ex¬ 
haust emission and fuel evaporative emis¬ 
sion tests (see 5 85.076-9(a)) shall be 
conducted at zero miles and 4,000 miles 
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unless the Administrator determines, 
based on data submitted under § 85.076- 
5(f), that only the exhaust emission tests 
(see § 85.076-9(b)) shall be conducted at 
zero miles and 4,000 miles. 

(b) Durability data vehicles. Each 
durability vehicle shall be driven, with 
all emission control systems installed and 
operating, for 50,000 miles or such lesser 
distance as the Administrator may agree 
to as meeting the objective of this pro¬ 
cedure. Complete exhaust emission and 
fuel evaporative emission tests (see 
§ 85.076-9(a)) shall be made at the fol¬ 
lowing mileage points: 0, 5,000, 10,000, 
15,000. 20,000, 25.000, 30.000. 35,000. 40,- 
000. 45,000, 50.000, unless the Adminis¬ 
trator determines based on data sub¬ 
mitted under § 85.076-5(f), that only the 
exhaust emission tests (see § 85.076-9 
(b)) shall be made at the mileage points 
specified in this paragraph. 

* • • * • 

3. Section 85.076-9 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 83.076-9 Tesl procedure*. 

The procedures described in this and 
subsequent sections will be the test pro¬ 
gram to determine the conformity of ve¬ 
hicles with the standards set forth in 
§ 85.076-1. ^ ^ 

(a) Vehicles which are required to be 
tested for compliance with the exhaust 
and fuel evaporative emission standards 
of this subpart shall be tested according 
to the following procedures: 

(1) The test consists of prescribed 
sequences of fueling, parking, and operat¬ 
ing conditions. The exhaust gases gener¬ 
ated during vehicle operation are diluted 
with air and sampled continuously for 
subsequent analysis of specific compo¬ 
nents by prescribed analytical techni¬ 
ques. The fuel evaporative emissions are 
collected for subsequent weighing during 
both vehicle parking and operating 
events. The test applies, to vehicles 
equipped with catalytic or direct-flame 
afterburners, induction system modifica¬ 
tions, or other systems or to uncontrolled 
vehicles and engines. 

(2> The exhaust emission test is des¬ 
igned to determine hydrocarbon, carbon 
monoxide, and oxides of nitrogen emis¬ 
sions while simulating an average trip in 
an urban area of 7.5 miles. The test con¬ 
sists of engine startups and vehicle op¬ 
eration on a chassis dynamometer 
through a specified driving schedule, as 
described in Appendix I to this part. A 
proportional part of the diluted exhaust 
emissions is collected continuously, for 
subsequent analysis, using a constant 
volume (variable dilution) sampler. 

(3) The fuel evaporative emission test 
is designed to determine fuel hydrocar¬ 
bon evaporative emissions to the atmos¬ 
phere as a consequence of urban driving, 
and diurnal temperature fluctuations 
during parking. It is associated with a 
series of events representative of a motor 
vehicle’s operation, which result in fuel 
vapor losses directly from the fuel tank 
and carburetor. Activiated carbon traps 
are employed in collecting the vaporized 
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fuel. The test procedure is specifically 
aimed at collecting and weighing: 

(i) Diurnal breathing losses from the 
fuel tank and other parts of the fuel sys¬ 
tem when the fuel tank is subjected to a 
temperature increase representative of 
the diurnal range; 

Cii) Running losses from the fuel tank 
and carburetor resulting from a simu¬ 
lated trip on a chassis dynamometer: and 
(iii) Hot soak losses from the fuel tank 
and carburetor which result when the 
vehicle is parked and the hot engine is 
turned off. 

(4) Except in cases of component 
malfunction or failure, all emission con¬ 
trol systems installed on or incorporated 
in a new motor vehicle shall be func¬ 
tioning during all procedures in this sub¬ 
part. Maintenance to correct component 
malfunction or failure shall be author¬ 
ized in accordance with § 85.076-6. 

(b) Vehicles which are required to be 
tested for compliance only with the ex¬ 
haust emission standards of this subpart 
shall be tested according to the follow¬ 
ing procedures: 

(1) The test consists of prescribed se¬ 
quences of fueling, parking, and operat¬ 
ing conditions. The exhaust gases gen¬ 
erated during vehicle operation are di¬ 
luted with air and sampled continuously 
for subsequent analysis of specific com¬ 
ponents by prescribed analytical tech¬ 
niques. The test applies to vehicles 
equipped with catalytic or direct-flame 
after-burners, induction system modifi¬ 
cations, or other systems or to uncon¬ 
trolled vehicles and engines. 

(2) The exhaust emission test is de¬ 
signed to determine hydrocarbon, carbon 
monoxide, and oxides of nitrogen mass 
emissions while simulating an average 
trip in an urban area of 7.5 miles. The 
test consists of engine startups and ve¬ 
hicle operation on a chassis dynamom¬ 
eter through a specified driving sched¬ 
ule, as described in Appendix I to this 
part. A proportional part of the diluted 
exhaust emissions is collected continu¬ 
ously, for subsequent analysis, using a 
constant volume (variable dilution) 
sampler. 

(3) Except in cases of component mal¬ 
function or failure, all emission control 
systems installed on or incorporated in 
a new motor vehicle shall be function¬ 
ing during all procedures in this subpart. 
Maintenance to correct component mal¬ 
function or failure shall be authorized 
in accordance with § 85.076-6. 

4. In § 85.076-11, the section title is 
revised and the section is revised as 
follows: 

§85.076-11 Vehicle anil engine prep¬ 
aration. 

(a) Vehicles to be tested for com¬ 
pliance with the exhaust and fuel evap¬ 
orative emissions standards of this sub- 
part shall be prepared as follows: 

(l)<i) Apply appropriate leak-proof 
fittings to all fuel system external vents 
to permit collection of effluent vapors 
from these vents during the course of 
the prescribed tests. Since the prescribed 
test requires the temporary plugging of 
the inlet pipe to the air cleaner, it will be 
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necessary to install a probe for collecting 
the normal effluents from this source. 
Where antisurge/vent filler caps are em¬ 
ployed on the fuel tank, plug off the 
normal vent if it does not conveniently 
lend itself to the collection of vapors 
which emanate from it, and introduce a 
separate vent, with appropriate fitting 
on the cap. Where the fuel tank vent line 
terminus is inaccessible, sever the line at 
a convenient point near the fuel tank 
and install the collection system in a 
closed circuit assembly with the severed 
ends. All fittings shall terminate in ^id- 
inch ID tube sections for ready connec¬ 
tion to the collection systems and shall 
be designed for minimum dead space* 

<ii) The design and installation of the 
necessary fittings shall not disturb the 
normal function of the fuel system com¬ 
ponents or the normal pressure relation¬ 
ships in the system. 

(2) (i) Inspect the fuel system care¬ 
fully to insure the absence of any leaks 
to the atmosphere of either liquid or 
vapor which might affect the accuracy of 
the test or the performance of the con¬ 
trol system. Corrective action, if required, 
shall be performed in accordance with 
§ 85.076-6 and be reported with the test 
results under § 85.076-4. 

(ii) Care should be exercised, in the 
application of any pressure tests, neither 
to purge nor load the evaporative emis¬ 
sion control system. 

(3) Prepare fuel tank for recording 
the temperature of the prescribed test 
fuel at its approximate midvolume. 

(4) Provide additional fittings and 
adapters, as required, to accommodate a 
fuel drain at the lowest point possible in 
the tank as installed on the vehicle. 

(b) Vehicles to be tested for compli¬ 
ance only with the exhaust emission 
standards of this subpart shall be pre¬ 
pared as follows: 

(1) (i) Inspect the fuel system care¬ 
fully to insure the absence of any leaks 
to the atmosphere of either liquid or 
vapor which might affect the accuracy 
of the test or the performance of the con¬ 
trol system. Such inspection shall in¬ 
clude the application of a pressure of 
14.5 inches of water (plus or minus 0.5 
inches of water) to the fuel system. The 
pressure should be applied and allowed 
to stabilize and the fuel system isolated 
from the pressure source. The fuel sys¬ 
tem may not lose more than 2.0 inches 
of water for five minutes beginning with 
the isolation of the fuel system. Correc¬ 
tive action, if required, shall be per¬ 
formed in accordance with § 85.076-6 and 
be reported with the test results under 
§ 85.076-4. 

(ii) Care should be exercised, in the 
application of any pressure tests, neither 
to purge nor load the evaporative emis¬ 
sion control system, 

5. In § 85.076-12, the section title is 
revised and the section is revised as 
follows: 

§ 85.076-12 Vehicle preconditioning. 

(a) Vehicles to be tested for com¬ 
pliance with the exhaust and fuel 
evaporative emissions standard of this 


subpart shall be preconditioned as 
follows: 

(1) The test vehicle shall be operated 
under the conditions prescribed for 
mileage accumulation, § 85.076-7. for 
one hour immediately prior to the opera¬ 
tion prescribed below: 

(2) The fuel tank shall be drained and 
specified test fuel (§ 85.076-10<a>) added. 
The evaporative emission control system 
or device shall not be abnormally purged 
or loaded as a result of draining or fuel¬ 
ing the tank. 

(3) The test vehicle shall be placed 
on the dynamometer and operated over 
a simulated trip, according to the appli¬ 
cable requirements and procedures of 
§ 85.076-14 through § 85.076-19 except 
that the engine need not be cold when 
starting the run on the dynamometer 
and only a single trip of 7.5 miles shall 
be run. The test vehicle may be used to 
set dynamometer horsepower, if neces¬ 
sary. During this operation the ambient 
temperature shall be between 68 °P and 
86°F. 

(4) The engine and cooling fan shall 
be stopped upon completion of the 
dynamometer operation and the vehicle 
permitted to soak either on or off the 
dynamometer stand at an ambient tem¬ 
perature between 76°F and 86 °F for a 
period of not less than one hour 
prior to the soak period prescribed in 
§ 85.076-13(a)(l). 

(b) Vehicles to be tested for compli¬ 
ance only with the exhaust emissions 
standards of this subpart shall be pre¬ 
conditioned as follows: 

(1) The fuel tank shall be drained 
and specified test fuel (§ 85.076-10(a)) 
added. The evaporative emission control 
system or device shall not be abnormally 
purged or loaded as a result of draining 
or fueling the tank. 

(2) The test vehicle shall be placed 
on the dynamometer and operated over 
a simulated trip, according to the appli¬ 
cable requirements and procedures of 
§§ 85.076-14 through 85.076-19 except 
that the engine need not be cold when 
starting the run on the dynamometer 
and only a single trip of 7.5 miles shall 
be run. Longer preconditioning may be 
permitted with advance approval of the 
Administrator. The test vehicle may be 
used to set dynamometer horsepower, if 
necessary. During this operation the am¬ 
bient temperature shall be between 68°F 
and 86°F. 

(3) The engine and cooling fan shall 
be stopped upon completion of the dy¬ 
namometer operation and the vehicle 
permitted to soak either on or off the 
dynamometer stand at an ambient tem¬ 
perature between 76°P and 86°F for a 
period of not less than one hour prior to 
the soak period prescribed in § 85.076- 
12(b)(4). 

(4) The test vehicle shall be allowed to 
soak in an area where the ambient tem¬ 
perature is maintained between 60°F and 
86°F for a period of not less and 11 
(eleven) hours prior to the dynamometer 
operation prescribed in § 85.076-14 
through § 85.076-24. 

(5) The vehicle shall be operated on 
the dynamometer according to the re¬ 


quirements and procedures of § 85.076-24 
This operation completes the test. 

6. In § 85.276-5, paragraph if) \ s re¬ 
vised. As amended, the section reads as 
follows: 

§ 85.276—5 Test vehicles. 

♦ ♦ * • * 

(f) In lieu of testing an emission data 
or durability data vehicle selected under 
paragraph (b) or (c) of this section, and 
submitting data therefor, a manufac¬ 
turer may. with the prior written approv¬ 
al of the Administrator, submit exhaust 
emission data and/or fuel evaporative 
emission data on a similar vehicle for 
which certification has previously been 
obtained. 


7. In § 85.276-7, paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are revised. As amended, the section 
reads as follows: 

§ 85.276-7 Mileage accumulation and 
emission standards. 

• • * * » 

(a) Emission data vehicles. Each 
emission data vehicle shall be driven 
4,000 miles with all emission control sys¬ 
tems installed and operating. Complete 
exhaust emission and fuel evaporative 
emission tests (see § 85.276-9(a)) shall 
be conducted at zero miles and 4,000 miles 
unless the Administrator determines, 
based on data submitted under § 85.276- 
5(f), that only the exhaust emission 
tests (see § 85.276-9(b)) shall be con¬ 
ducted at zero miles and 4.000 miles. 

(b) Durability data vehicles. Each 
durability vehicle shall be driven, with 
all emission control systems installed 
and operating, for 50,000 miles or such 
lesser distance as the Administrator may 
agree to as meeting the objective of this 
procedure. Complete exhaust emission 
and fuel evaporative emission tests (see 
§ 85.276-9(a)) shall be made at the fol¬ 
lowing mileage points: 0, 5,000, 10,000, 
15,000, 20,000, 25,000, 30,000 , 35,000, 
40,000, 45,000, 50,000, unless the Admin¬ 
istrator determines based on data sub¬ 
mitted under § 85.276-5 (f), that only the 
exhaust emission tests (see § 85.276-9 
(b)) shall be made at the mileage points 
specified in this paragraph. 

♦ • • * * 

8. Section 85.276-9 is revised as 
follows: 

§ 85.276—9 Test procedures. 

The procedures described in this and 
subsequent sections will be the test pro¬ 
gram to determine the conformity of ve¬ 
hicles with the standards set forth in 
§ 85.276-1. 

(a) Vehicles which are required to be 
tested for compliance with the exhaust 
and fuel evaporative emission standards 
of this subpart shall be tested according 
to the following procedures: 

(1) The test consists of prescribed se¬ 
quences of fueling, parking, and operat¬ 
ing conditions. The exhaust gases gen¬ 
erated during vehicle operation are 
diluted with air and sampled continu¬ 
ously for subsequent analysis of specific 
components by prescribed analytical 
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techniques. The fuel evaporative emis¬ 
sions are collected for subsequent weigh¬ 
ing during both vehicle parking and oper¬ 
ating events. The test applies to vehicles 
equipped with catalytic or direct-flame 
afterburners, induction system modifica¬ 
tions. or other systems or to uncontrolled 
vehicles and engines. 

(2) The exhaust emission test is de¬ 
signed to determine hydrocarbon, carbon 
monoxide, and oxides of nitrogen emis¬ 
sions while simulating an average trip in 
an urban area of 7.5 miles. The test con¬ 
sists of engine startups and vehicle oper¬ 
ation on a chassis dynamometer through 
a specified driving schedule, as described 
in Appendix I to this part. A propor¬ 
tional part of the diluted exhaust emis¬ 
sions is collected continuously, for sub¬ 
sequent analysis, using a constant vol¬ 
ume < variable dilution) sampler. 

(3) The fuel evaporative emission test 
is designed to determine fuel hydrocar¬ 
bon evaporative emissions to the atmos¬ 
phere as a consequence of urban driving, 
and diurnal temperature fluctuations 
during parking. It is associated with a 
series of events representative of a 
motor vehicle’s operation, which result 
in fuel vapor losses directly from the 
fuel tank and carburetor. Activated 
carbon traps are employed in collecting 
the vaporized fuel. The test procedure 
is specifically aimed at collecting and 
weighing: 

<i> Diurnal breathing losses from the 
fuel tank and other parts of the fuel 
system when the fuel tank is subjected 
to a temperature increase representative 
of the diurnal range; 

(ii) Running losses from the fuel tank 
and carburetor resulting from a simu¬ 
lated trip on a chassis dynamometer; 
and 

(iii) Hot soak losses from the fuel tank 
and carburetor which result ivhen the 
vehicle is parked and the hot engine is 
turned off. 

(4) Except in cases of component mal¬ 
function or failure, all emission control 
systems installed on or incorporated in 
a new motor vehicle shall be function¬ 
ing during all procedures in this sub¬ 
part. Maintenance to correct component 
malfunction or failure shall be authorized 
in accordance with § 85.276-6. 

<b> Vehicles which are required to be 
tested for compliance only with the ex¬ 
haust emission standards of this subpart 
shall be tested according to the follow¬ 
ing procedures: 

(1) The test consists of prescribed se¬ 
quences of fueling, parking, and oper¬ 
ating conditions. The exhaust gases gen¬ 
erated during vehicle operation are di¬ 
luted with air and sampled continuously 
for subsequent analysis of specific com¬ 
ponents by prescribed analytical tech¬ 
niques. The test applies to vehicles 
equipped with catalytic or direct-flame 
afterburners, induction system modifica¬ 
tions, or other systems or to uncontrolled 
vehicles and engines. 

(2) The exhaust emission test is de¬ 
signed to determine hydrocarbon, carbon 
monoxide, and oxides of nitrogen mass 
emissions while simulating an average 
trip in an urban area of 7.5 miles. The 


test consists of engine startups and vehi¬ 
cle operation on a chassis dynamometer 
through a specified driving schedule, as 
described in Appendix I to this part. A 
proportional part of the diluted exhaust 
emissions is collected continuously, for 
subsequent analysis, using a constant 
volume (variable dilution) sampler. 

(3) Except in cases of component mal¬ 
function or failure, all emission control 
systems installed on or incorporated in 
a new motor vehicle shall be functioning 
during all procedures in this subpart. 
Maintenance to correct component mal¬ 
function or failure shall be authorized in 
accordance with 8 85.276-6. 

9. In $ 85.276-11, the section title is 
revised and the section is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 85.276-1 I Vehicle a ml engine prep¬ 
aration. 

(a) Vehicles to be tested for compli¬ 
ance with the exhaust and fuel evapora¬ 
tive emissions standards of this subpart 
shall be prepared as follows: 

(1) (i> Apply appropriate leak-proof 
fittings to all fuel system external vents 
to permit collection of effluent vapors 
from these vents during the course of the 
prescribed tests. Since the prescribed test 
requires the temporary plugging of the 
inlet pipe to the air cleaner, it will be 
necessary to install a probe for collecting 
the normal effluents from this source. 
Where antisurge/vent filler caps are em¬ 
ployed on the fuel tank, plug off the nor¬ 
mal vent if it does not conveniently lend 
itself to the collection of vapors which 
emanate from it, and introduce a sep¬ 
arate vent, with appropriate fitting on 
the cap. Where the fuel tank vent line 
terminus is inaccessible, sever the line 
at a convenient point near the fuel tank 
and install the collection system in a 
closed circuit assembly with the severed 
ends. All fittings shall terminate in %o- 
inch ID tube sections for ready connec¬ 
tion to the collection systems and shall be 
designed for minimum dead space. 

(ii) The design and installation of the 
necessary fittings shall not disturb the 
normal function of the fuel system com¬ 
ponents or the normal pressure relation¬ 
ships in the system. 

(2) (i) Inspect the fuel system care¬ 
fully to insure the absence of any leaks 
to the atmosphere of either liquid or 
vapor which might affect the accuracy of 
the test or the performance of the con¬ 
trol system. Corrective action, if required, 
shall be performed in accordance with 
$ 85.276-6 and be reported with the test 
results under 8 85.276-4. 

(ii) Care should be exercised, in the 
application of any pressure tests, nei¬ 
ther to purge nor load the evaporative 
emission control system. 

(3) Prepare fuel tank for recording the 
temperature of the prescribed test fuel 
at its approximate midvolume. 

(4) Provide additional fittings and 
adapters, as required, to accommodate a 
fuel drain at the lowest point possible in 
the tank as installed on the vehicle. 

(b) Vehicles to be tested for compli¬ 
ance only with the exhaust emission 


standards of this subpart shall be pre¬ 
pared as follows: 

(1) (i) Inspect the fuel system care¬ 
fully to insure the absence of any leaks 
to the atmosphere of either liquid or 
vapor which might affect the accuracy of 
the test or the performance of the con¬ 
trol system. Such inspection shall in¬ 
clude the application of a pressure of 
14.5 inches of water (plus or minus 0.5 
inches of water) to the fuel system. The 
pressure should be applied and allowed 
to stabilize and the fuel system isolated 
from the pressure source. The fuel sys¬ 
tem may not lose more than 2.0 inches 
of water for five minutes beginning with 
the isolation of the fuel system. Correc¬ 
tive action, if required, shall be per¬ 
formed in accordance with 8 85.276-6 and 
be reported with the test results under 
8 85.276-4. 

(ii) Care should be exercised, in the 
application of any pressure tests, neither 
to purge nor load the evaporative emis¬ 
sion control system. 

10. In § 85.276-12, the section title is 
revised and the section is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 85.276—12 V«*lii«*lc preconditioning. 

(a) Vehicles to be tested for compli¬ 
ance with the exhaust and fuel evapora¬ 
tive emissions standard of this subpart 
shall be preconditioned as follows: 

(1) The test vehicle shall be operated 
under the conditions prescribed for mile¬ 
age accumulation, 8 85.276—7, for one 
hour immediately prior to the operation 
prescribed below. 

(2) The fuel tank shall be drained 
and specified test fuel (§ 85.276-10(a) > 
added. The evaporative emission control 
system or device shall not be abnormally 
purged or loaded as a result of draining 
or fueling the tank. 

(3 > The test vehicle shall be placed on 
the dynamometer and operated over a 
simulated trip, according to the appli¬ 
cable requirements and procedures of 
§ 85.276-14 through 8 85.276-19 except 
that the engine need not be cold when 
starting the run on the dynamometer 
and only a single trip of 7.5 miles shall 
be run. The test vehicle may be used to 
set dynamometer horsepower, if neces¬ 
sary. During this operation the ambient 
temperature shall be between 68 F. and 
86 F. 

(4) The engine and cooling fan shall 
be stopped upon completion of the dyna¬ 
mometer operation and the vehicle per¬ 
mitted to soak either on or off the dyna¬ 
mometer stand at an ambient tempera¬ 
ture between 76 a F. and 86° F. for a 
period of not less than one hour prior to 
the soak period prescribed in § 85.276- 
13(a)(1). 

(b) Vehicles to be tested for compli¬ 
ance only with the exhaust emissions 
standards of this subpart shall be pre¬ 
conditioned as follows: 

(1) The fuel tank shall be drained and 
specified test fuel (§ 85.276-10 (a)) 
added. The evaporative emission control 
system or device shall not be abnormally 
purged or loaded as a result of draining 
or fueling the tank. 

(2) The test vehicle shall be placed on 
the dynamometer and operated over a 
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simulated trip, according to the appli¬ 
cable requirements and procedures of 
§§ 85.276-14 through 85.276-19 except 
that the engine need not be cold when 
starting the rim on the dynamometer 
and only a single trip of 7.5 miles shall 
be run. Longer preconditioning may be 
permitted with advance approval of the 
Administrator. The test vehicle may be 
used to set dynamometer horsepower, if 
necessary. During this operation the am¬ 
bient temperature shall be between 68 s P. 
and 86° P. 

(3) The engine and cooling fan shall 
be stopped upon completion of the dyna¬ 
mometer operation and the vehicle per¬ 
mitted to soak either on or off the dyna¬ 
mometer stand at an ambient tempera¬ 
ture between 76° F. and 86° P. for a 
period of not less than one hour prior 
to the soak period prescribed in § 85.276- 
12(b)(4). 

<4> The test vehicle shall be allowed to 
soak in an area where the ambient tem¬ 
perature is maintained between 60 c P. 
and 86° P. for a period of not less than 11 
(eleven) hours prior to the dynamometer 
operation prescribed in ' § 85.276-14 
through § 85.276-24. 

(5) The vehicle shall be operated on 
the dynamometer according to the re¬ 
quirements and procedures of § 85.276- 
24. This operation completes the test. 

1FR Doc.74-15729 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 5A—FEDERAL SUPPLY SERV¬ 
ICE, GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

PART 5A-2 PROCUREMENT BY 
FORMAL ADVERTISING 

Labor Area Classifications 

This change to the General Services 
Administration Procurement Regulations 
(GSPR) provides procedures for deter¬ 
mining Labor Area Classifications and 
Labor Area Classification Codes used in 
procurement documents. 

The table of contents for Part 5A-2 is 
amended to add the following: 

Sec. 5A-2.407-87 Labor Area Classifications 

Subpart 5A—2.4 Opening of Bids and 
Award of Contracts 

Section 5A-2.407-87 is revised as 
follows: 

§ 5A—2.407—87 Labor Area Clarifica¬ 
tions. 

(a) Labor Area Classifications and 
Labor Area Classification Codes are used 
in procurement documents and for the 
resolution of equal low bids. 

(b) Publications used in determining 
labor area classifications: 

(1) Directory of Post Office—issued by 
the U.S. Postal Service. 

(2) Directory of Important Labor 
Areas—issued by the Department of 
Labor. 

(3) Area Trends in Employment and 
Unemployment (Area Trends >—issued 
monthly by the Department of Labor. 

(Procurements activities shall be re¬ 
sponsible for obtaining and maintaining 


current editions of the above publica¬ 
tions.) 

<c> Determination procedure. 

(1) Determine the county in which the 
city (point of production) is located. If 
not indicated in the offer, refer to the 
Directory of Post Offices. 

(2) Determine the labor area by re¬ 
ferring to the Index to Counties, Part 2 
of the Directory of Important Labor 
Areas. In those instances when the Index 
to Counties indicates (Part), refer to 
Boundaries of Labor Areas, Part I. of the 
Directory of Important Labor Areas to 
determine the labor area for the specific 
geographical location. 

(3) Determine if the labor area is listed 
in the “Area Trends” under the caption 
“Areas of Substantial or Persistent Un¬ 
employment.” If not, refer to the section 
entitled “Section of Concentrated Unem¬ 
ployment or Underemployment” for the 
city or county instead of the labor area. 
Note: In thLs section the word (Part) is 
used to indicate cities or counties where 
only part of the geographical location is 
classified. Those so identified should be 
coded “CUE.” Specific boundaries of parts 
of cities or counties (if required for reso¬ 
lution of equal low bids, see FPR 1-2.407- 
6)—may be obtained from the State Em¬ 
ployment Security Agencies in accord¬ 
ance with the instructions in this section 
of the “Area Trends.” 

(4) In the event no listing of the labor 
area or specific city or county is found, 
the appropriate code is “NLS.” In those 
instances where the labor area is listed 
under “Areas of Substantial or Persistent 
Unemployment” and the specific city 
and county is also shown under “Section 
of Concentrated Unemployment or Un¬ 
deremployment,” the classification code 
“SLS” or “PLS” as indicated should be 
used. 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c); 
41 CFR 5-1.101(c)) 

Effective date. These regulations are 
effective June 21, 1974. 

Dated: June 21,1974. 

M. J. Timbers, 
Commissioner , 
Federal Supply Service. 

IFR Doc.74-15704 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER E—LOAD LINES 

ICGD-74; 153] 

PART 42—DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN 
VOYAGES BY SEA 

Delegation of Authority To Extend 
Certificates 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
delegate to the Commander, Ninth Coast 
Guard District, the authority vested in 
the Commandant by 46 CFR 42.07-45 
*d) (2) to extent Great Lakes certificates 
for a period up to 90 days. 

The delegation will speed up process¬ 
ing of applications and facilitate coordi¬ 
nation with the Great Lakes Principal 


Surveyor, American Bureau of Shinning 
in Cleveland, 

Under 5 U.S.C. 553(b) (3) (A), no notice 
of proposed rule making is required in 
this case because a rule of agency organi¬ 
zation is involved. 

In consideration of the foregoing 
Chapter I of 46 CPR is hereby amended 
as follows: 

1. In § 42.07-45(d) (2), by striking out 
the word “Commandant” and inserting 
the words “Commander, Ninth Coast 
Guard District” in place thereof. 

(46 US.C. 88a; 49 UJS.C. 1665(b) (1); 49 CPR 
1.4(b) and 1.46(b)) * 

Effective date: This amendment be¬ 
comes effective on July 10, 1974. 

Dated: July 3,1974. 


O. W. Siler, 

Admiral U.S. Coast Guard 
Commandant. 
[FR Doc .74^16776 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


Title 47—Telecommunication 


CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 19356; FCC 74-699] 


PART 2—FREQUENCY ALLOCATIONS AND 
RADIO TREATY MATTERS; GENERAL 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 


RF Services; Stay of Effective Date 

In the matter of amendment of Part 
0 and 2 of the rules relating to equip¬ 
ment authorization of RP devices. 

1. The Commission has for considera¬ 
tion petitions for reconsideration of the 
amendment of our rules relating to 
equipment authorization of RF Devices. 
The history of this proceeding is de¬ 
scribed in the Report and Order adopting 
the revised rules (FCC 74-133 released 
February 15, 1974, 39 FR 5912 (Febru¬ 
ary 18,1974)). 

2. On March 27, 1974 the Commission 
stayed the effective date of the revised 
rules on the labelling requirements (39 
FR 12867). Pending our determination 
on these petitions for reconsideration 
and for the reasons stated in our initial 
stay action (FCC 74-285), the Commis¬ 
sion is further staying the effective date 
of the revised rules on the labelling re¬ 
quirements, i.e., §§ 2.925,2.969, 2.1003 and 
2*1045. 

3. In view of the foregoing. It is ordered 
That the effective date of §§ 2.925, 2.969, 
2.1003 and 2.1045 is stayed until Au¬ 
gust 2, 1974. 


Adopted: June 26, 1974. 
Released: July 2,1974. 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

f seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 


LFR Doc.74-15733 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 19998; FCC 74-675] 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Report and order 139 FR 135581. (Pro¬ 
ceeding Terminated) in the matter of 
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amendment of § 73.202(b). Table of as - 
ZZents. FM Broadcast Stations. 
(WeUsvUle. New York and Mitchell, 
south Dakota). Docket No. 19998. _ 

l In a notice of proposed rulemaking 
released April 10, 1974 <39 FR 13558). 
the Commission, by the Chief. Broadcast 
Bureau, proposed the amendment of 
5 73.202(b). the FM Table of Assign¬ 
ments. The amendments proposed were 
la) the substitution of Channel 228A for 
unused Channel 257A at WeUsville, New 
York and (b) the substitution of Chan¬ 
nel 272A for unused Channel 269A at 
Mitchell. South Dakota. These substitu¬ 
tions would correct the present short¬ 
spacing situations affecting Channels 
257A and 269A at the respective com- 
munities. 

2. In response to the Notice, one com¬ 
ment was received. This was from BMA 
Broadcasting, Inc. (BMA), an applicant 
for a new FM station at Mitchell. BMA 
supports the proposals and states its in¬ 
tention to amend its application specify¬ 
ing the new channel if the proposals are 
finalized. 

3. Because the Commission’s proposals 
will correct a short-spacing problem, we 
find the channel substitutions outlined 
above to be in the public interest, con¬ 
venience, and necessity. Canadian con¬ 
currence regarding the WeUsville sub¬ 
stitution has been received. 

4. In view of the foregoing and pursu¬ 
ant to the authority found in sections 
4(0 ,303 and 307(b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended. It is or¬ 
dered, That effective August 9, 1974, the 
FM Table of Assignments (5 73.202(b) 
of the Rules) is amended to read, with 
respect to the cities listed, as follows: 

Channel 

City No • 

WeUsville, N.Y. 228A 

Mitchell, S. Dak._. 272A 

5. It is further ordered, That this pro¬ 
ceeding is terminated. 

(Sec 3 . 4. 5, 303, 307. 48 Stat. as amended. 
1066 1068, 1082. 1083 (47 U.8.C. 154, 155, 303, 
307)) 

Adopted: June 25,1974. 

Released: July 1,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-15852 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am) 

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER II—NATIONAL MARINE FISH¬ 
ERIES SERVICE, NATIONAL OCEANIC 
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SUBCHAPTER F—AID TO FISHERIES 

PART 251—FINANCIAL AID PROGRAM 
PROCEDURES YELLOWFIN TUNA FISHERY 

Inter-American Tropical Area 

On January 14, 1974, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 1778-1779) 
stating that the Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra¬ 


tion, was considering an amendment to 
Financial Aid Program Procedures (50 
CFR Part 251) to incorporate in Subpart 
B of Part 251 a new section to adopt the 
“fishery for yellowfin tuna in the area 
regulated by the Inter-American Tropi¬ 
cal Tuna Commission” as a Conditional 
Fishery. This notice contained an ex¬ 
planatory statement describing the prin¬ 
cipal situations and conditions under 
consideration for determining that this 
fishery should be adopted as a Condi¬ 
tional Fishery and that the use of finan¬ 
cial assistance programs to add vessel 
capacity to this fishery would not be con¬ 
sistent with the wise use of that fishery 
resource and with the development, ad¬ 
vancement, management, conservation, 
and protection of that fishery. 

Subpart A of 50 CFR Part 251 sets 
forth the general policy under which 
financial assistance programs for the 
commercial fishery will be administered 
and establishes the procedure to be used 
in proposing and adopting a fishery as 
a Conditional Fishery. Each fishery 
adopted as a Conditional Fishery will be 
enumerated under Subpart B of 50 CFR 
Part 251. The terms under which finan¬ 
cial assistance related to a Conditional 
Fishery may be approved are set forth 
in the regulations on procedures and ad¬ 
ministration of each financial assistance 
program. Consequently, in considering 
the adoption of a Conditional Fishery, 
the terms and conditions of regulations 
for administering the Fishing Vessel 
Obligation Guarantee program (50 CFR 
Part 255) and the Fishing Vessel Ca pital 
Construction Fund program (50 CFR 
Part 259) are reviewed to assure that due 
consideration is afforded to participants 
or potential participants in these 
programs. 

In response to the proposal, six com¬ 
ments were received. These offered no 
disagreement with the facts contained in 
the explanatory statement, but several 
expressed concern about issues which 
cannot be resolved by this policy pro¬ 
posal, namely, the uncontrolled addi¬ 
tions of domestic and foreign vessels to 
this fishery and the encouragement of¬ 
fered for the construction of additional 
tuna vessels by the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico under its Industrial Incen¬ 
tives Act. Three comments, on behalf of 
participants in the Fishing Vessel Capital 
Construction Fund program, recom¬ 
mended that program participants be 
allowed continuing participation to pay 
for vessels already acquired, to upgrade 
existing vessels already operating in a 
conditional fishery, to replace vessels 
that are lost or withdrawn from opera¬ 
tion in a conditional fishery, and to 
achieve approved objectives. 

These comments were considered in 
promulgating proposed Interim Fishing 
Vessel Capital Construction Fund pro¬ 
gram regulations which would allow par¬ 
ticipation in this program for the above- 
recommended purposes. 

Having considered the comments re¬ 
ceived, and having revised and published 
proposed Interim Fishing Vessel Cap¬ 
ital Construction Fund program regula¬ 
tions (50 CFR Part 259) and having re¬ 


vised and published final Fishing Vessel 
Obligation Guarantee program regula¬ 
tions (50 CFR Part 255) the Director 
concludes that the proposal to amend 
Part 251 of this Chapter, Subpart B— 
Conditional Fisheries, to add a new 
§ 251.20 is hereby adopted as set forth 
below. This section, 251.20, shall be ef¬ 
fective July 12, 1974, and insofar as it 
relates to the Fishing Vessel Capital 
Construction Fund program (50 CFR 
Part 259) this section shall be effective 
upon publication of final Interim Fishing 
Vessel Capital Construction Fund pro¬ 
gram regulations. 

Subpart B—Conditional Fisheries 


§ 251.20 Fishery for yellowfin tuna in 
the area regulated hy the Intcr- 
Aiuerican Tropieal Tuna Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated: July 5, 1974. 

By order of the Administrator. Na¬ 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin¬ 
istration. 

Robert M. White, 
Administrator . 

[FR Doc.74-15725 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 

Title 29—Labor 

CHAPTER XVII—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 

AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF LABOR 

PART 1915—SAFETY AND HEALTH 

REGULATIONS FOR SHIP REPAIRING 

Lifesaving Equipment 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-12737 appearing at page 
22001 in the issue of Wednesday, June 19, 
1974, the following paragraph (b)(1) and 
(2) should be inserted immediately fol¬ 
lowing § 1915.84(a) (2): 

(b) Safety belts and lifelines. (1) 
Safety belts shall be equipped with life¬ 
lines which in use are secured with a 
minimum of slack to a fixed structure. 

(2) Prior to each use, belts and life¬ 
lines shall be inspected for dry rot, chem¬ 
ical damage, or other defects which may 
affect their strength. Defective belts and 
lifelines shall not be used. 


PART 1952—APPROVED STATE PLANS 
FOR ENFORCEMENT OF STATE STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Subpart F—Washington Plan 
Approval of Enabling Legislation 
On April 29. 1974, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
14978) of receipt of a developmental 
change supplement to the Washington 
State plan. The notice provided for the 
submission of public comments but no 
public comments were received. This 
supplement, submitted pursuant to 29 
CFR 1953.11, contained the enabling leg¬ 
islation for the Washington State plan 
which was approved by the Assistant 
Secretary of Labor for Occupational 
Safety and Health on January 26, 1973 
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(38 FR 2421). The legislation, Senate Bill 
No. 2386, Chapter 80, Laws of 1973, was 
signed by the Governor on March 9,1973, 
and became effective on June 7, 1973. 

As stated In the April 29. 1974 notice, 
there were only two areas where the leg¬ 
islation, as enacted, differed from the 
legislation as submitted and approved 
in the plan. These are the definition of 
imminent danger and a provision for the 
possible delay In the effective dates of 
standards beyond 180 days. Having re¬ 
viewed the State legislation in relation¬ 
ship to the assurances in the plan and 


the requirements in section 18 of the Act 
and 29 CFR Part 1902 it is determined 
that Washington’s legislation should be 
approved as the completion of a devel¬ 
opmental step for the following reasons: 

1. The State’s definition of imminent 
danger contains the essential require¬ 
ment for enforcement based on the im¬ 
mediacy of the hazard in language iden¬ 
tical to section 13 of the Federal Act. 

2. The fact that in some instances the 
State may determine that a delay in the 
effective date of a State standard beyond 
180 days is necessary to afford employers 







an opportunity to meet the requirements 
of the standard does not significantly 
detract from the State’s assurances that 
its standards will continue to be at least 
as effective as comparable Federal stand¬ 
ards. 

This decision is effective July 10, 1974 . 

(Sec. 18, Pub. U 91-956, 84 Stat. 1608 (29 
U.S.C. 667)) 1 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3d 
day of July 1974. 

Johw Stender, 

Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

|FR Doc.74-15775 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 
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department of justice 

Drug Enforcement Administration 


istrator hereby proposes that § 1308.12 
(b> (1) of Title 21 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations be amended as follows: 


[ 21 CFR Ch. II ] 

NARCOTICS AND DANGEROUS DRUGS 
Solicitation of Comments 

The Drug Enforcement Administra¬ 
tion, on May 29, 1974. published a notice 
in the Federal Register (39 FR 18658) 
soliciting comments and proposals con¬ 
cerning the revision of Parts 1300 to 1316 
of Title 21 of the Code of Federal regula¬ 
tions. In response to numerous requests, 
the deadline for the submission of writ¬ 
ten comments and proposals will be ex¬ 
tended. . _ _ 

All persons, including agencies of Fed¬ 
eral, state and local governments are in¬ 
vited to submit proposals to the Hearing 
Clerk, Drug Enforcement Administra¬ 
tion, 1405 I Street, NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20537, on or before September 13, 
1974. In view of the anticipated volume 
of response, there will be no written re¬ 
plies from the Drug Enforcement Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Dated: July 3,1974. 

John R. Bartels. Jr., 

Administrator, 

Drug Enforcement Administration. 

|FR Doc.74-16675 Filed 7-9-74.8:45 am] 


[21 CFR Part 1308] 

NALOXONE 

Removal From Schedule of Controlled 
Substances 

Based upon the investigations of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration and 
upon the scientific and medical evalua¬ 
tion and recommendation of the Secre¬ 
tary of Health. Education, and Welfare, 
received pursuant to section 201(b) of 
the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Preven¬ 
tion and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C. 
811(b)), the Administrator of the Drug 
Enforcement Administration finds that 
naloxone has A currently accepted medi¬ 
cal use in treatment in the United States 
and does not have sufficient potential for 
abuse or abuse liability to Justify its con¬ 
tinued control in any schedule under the 
Act. Naloxone is now listed in Schedule n 
of the Act 'f 1308.12(b) of Title 21 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations). 

Therefore, under the authority vested 
in the Attorney General by Section 201 
(a) of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse 
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 
U.S.C, 811(a)), and redelegated to the 
Administrator, Drug Enforcement Ad¬ 
ministration by § 0.100 of Title 28 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, the Admin- 


§ 1308.12 Schedule II. 


(1) Opium and opiate, and any salt, 
compound, derivative, or preparation of 
opium or opiate, excluding naloxone and 
its salts, but including the following: 


(I) Raw opium- 

(II) Opium extracts- 

(Ui) Opium fluid extracts- 

(iv) Powdered opium- 

(v) Granulated opium- 

(vt) Tincture of opium- 

(vll) Apomorplilne - 

(vlii) Codeine. 

(lx) Ethylmorphln© - 

(x) Etorphlne hydrochloride. 

(xi) Hydrocod one - 

(xll) Hydromorphone- 

(xiii) Metopon- 

jxiv) Morphine - 

(xv) Oxycodone- 

(xvl) Oxymorphone- 

(xvii) Thebaine- 


9600 

9610 

9620 

9639 

9640 
9630 
9030 
9050 
9190 
9059 

9193 

9194 
9260 
9300 
9143 
9652 
9333 


All interested persons are invited to 
submit their comments or objections in 
writing regarding this proposal. These 
comments or objections should state with 
particularity the issues concerning which 
the person desires to be heard. Comments 
and objections should be submitted in 
quintuplicate to the Hearing Clerk, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, Depart¬ 
ment of Justice, 1405 Eye Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20537, and must be re¬ 
ceived on or before August 9, 1974. 

In the event that an interested party 
submits objections to this proposal which 
present reasonable grounds for this rule 
not to be finalized and requests a hearing 
in accordance with 21 CFR 1308.45, the 
party will be notified by registered mail 
of the time and place that the hearing 
will be held. If objections submitted do 
not present such reasonable grounds, the 
party wall be so advised by registered 
mail. 

If no objections presenting grounds 
for a hearing on the proposal are received 
within the time limitations, or all inter¬ 
ested parties waive or are deemed to 
waive their opportunity for a hearing or 
to participate in a hearing, the Admin¬ 
istrator, after giving considerations to 
written comments and objections, will 
issue his final order pursuant to 21 CFR 
1308.48 without a hearing. 


Dated: July 3, 1974. 

John R. Bartels. Jr., 

Administrator , 

Drug Enforcement Administration . 
(FR Doc. 74-15674 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 916] 

NECTARINES GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 
Expenses and Rate of Assessment 

This notice invites written comment 
relative to the proposed expenses of 
$525,615 and rate of assessment of $0.06 
per lug of nectarines to support the ac¬ 
tivities of the Nectarine Administrative 
Committee for the 1974-75 fiscal period 
under Marketing Order No. 916. 

Consideration is being given to the fol¬ 
lowing proposals submitted by the 
Nectarine Administrative Committee, 
established under the marketing agree¬ 
ment, as amended, and Order No. 916, 
as amended (7 CFR Part 916), regulat¬ 
ing the handling of nectarines grown in 
California, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), as the agency to admin¬ 
ister the terms and provisions thereof: 

(1) That expenses that are reason¬ 

able and likely to be incurred by the 
Nectarine Administrative Committee, 
during the period March 1, 1974, through 
February 28, 1975, will amount to 

$525,615; 

(2) The rate of assessment for such 
period, payable by each handler in ac¬ 
cordance with §916.41 to be fixed at 
$0.06 per No. 22D standard lug box. or 
equivalent quantity of nectarines in 
other containers or in bulk; and 

(3) Unexpended assessment funds in 
excess of expenses incurred during the 
fiscal period ended February 28. 1974, 
shall be carried over as a reserve in ac¬ 
cordance with § 916.42 of said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

Terms used in the marketing agree¬ 
ment, as amended, and order, as 
amended, shall, when used herein, have 
the same meaning as is given to the 
respective term in said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and “No. 
22D standard lug box M shall have the 
same meaning as set forth in Section 
1387.11 of the Regulations of the Cali¬ 
fornia Department of Food and Agri¬ 
culture. 

All persons who desire to submit 
written data, views, or arguments in 
connection with the aforesaid proposals 
should file the same, in quadruplicate, 
with the Hearing Clerk, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Room 112, 
Administration Building, Washington, 
D.C. 20250, not later than July 24, 1974. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available 
for public inspection at the office of the 
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Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Dated: July 3, 1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricutural 
Marketing Service . 

|FR Doc.74-15720 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Parts 1,701 ] 

LABELS OF DRUG AND COSMETIC 
PRODUCTS 

Proposal Regarding Placement of Required 
Information 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has determined that a number of over- 
the-counter drug and cosmetic products 
may be misbranded because of the man¬ 
ner In which information required by or 
under authority of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act is placed in the 
labeling. Certain types of “one-piece" or 
“spot" labels on drug and cosmetic prod¬ 
ucts are so designed that some of the 
required information is located on the 
back of the label. In order for a con¬ 
sumer to read this information, it is 
necessary to view it through the con¬ 
tainer and its contents. The nature of 
the container and the color or viscosity 
of its contents may distort or otherwise 
hinder the ability of a consumer to read 
this required information. 

Sections 502(b) and 602(b) of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act re¬ 
quire that the label of a drug or cosmetic 
product contain the name and place of 
business of the manufacturer, packer, or 
distributor and an accurate statement of 
the quantity of contents. In addition, 
section 502 of the act requires that the 
labeling of a drug product contain a list 
of active ingredients, directions for use, 
and warnings against misuse. 

Sections 502(c) and 602(c) of the act 
require that any word, statement, or 
other information required by or under 
authority of the act to appear on the 
label or labeling of any drug or cosmetic, 
shall be prominently placed thereon with 
such conspicuousness (as compared with 
other words, statements, designs, or de¬ 
vices, in the labeling) and such terms 
as to render it likely to be read and 
understood by the ordinary individual 
under customary conditions of purchase 
and use. 

The Commissioner concludes that the 
placement of information required by or 
under the authority of the act on the 
back of the label of a drug or cosmetic 
product in such a manner that this in¬ 
formation must be viewed through the 
container and its contents is not in com¬ 
pliance with section 502(c) or 602(c) of 
the act and should be prohibited. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 201, 502, 602, 701(a): 52 Stat. 
1041-1042, 1050-1051, as amended by 76 
8tat. 791, 1054-1055 as amended; 21 


U.S.C. 321, 352, 362, 371(a)) and under 
auth ority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), it is proposed that 21 
CFR be amended as follows: 

1. In Part 1 of Subchapter A by adding 
a new 51.103(a)(7) to read as follows: 

§ 1.103 Drugs and devices; forms of 
making required statements. 

(a) • • • 

(7) The placement of such words, 
statements, or other information on the 
back of the label in such a manner that 
this information must be viewed and 
read through the container and its con¬ 
tents. 

* • • • * 

2. In Part 701 of Subchapter G by add¬ 
ing a new § 701.2(a) (7) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 701.2 Form of stating labeling re¬ 
quirements. 

(a) • • • 

(7) The placement of such words, 
statements, or other information on the 
back of the label in such a manner that 
this information must be viewed and 
read through the container and its con¬ 
tents. 

• • • • • 

Interested persons may, on or before 
September 9, 1974, file with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Food and. Drug Administra¬ 
tion, Room 6-66, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20852, written comments 
(preferably in quintuplicate) regarding 
this proposal. Comments may be ac¬ 
companied by a memorandum or brief in 
support thereof. Received comments may 
be seen in the above office during work¬ 
ing hours, Monday through Friday. 

Dated: July 2,1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance . 

[FR Doc.74-15738 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Interstate Land Sales 
Registration 

[ 24 CFR Part 1710 ] 

(Docket No. N-74-239] 

LAND REGISTRATION 
Notice of Hearings 

On June 27, 1974, a notice of proposed 
rulemaking (24 CFR 1710) was published 
in the Federal Register Inviting com¬ 
ment on the proposed revisions of the 
Regulations promulgated pursuant to 
the Interstate Land Sales Full Disclosure 
Act. Under the proposal, certain tech¬ 
nical and substantive changes would be 
made in Part 1710. Section 1710.26 would 
be modified to delete the States listed 
therein. A new § 1710.50 would be added 
to allow withdrawal of Statements of 
Records. Also, subpart A Part I.B.3 and 
Part II.C.l of § 1710.105 and § 1710.110, 
Part B.ll would be amended. 

The Administrator of the Office of 
Interstate Land Sales Registration finds 
that it is appropriate in the public in¬ 


terest in carrying out the provisions 0 f 
the Act that an informal public proceed 
ing of record be conducted with an op¬ 
portunity for all interested parties bv 
their counsel if they so desire, to present 
oral comment with respect to Part 17io 
of the Rules and Regulations. 

Opportunity will be afforded for com¬ 
ments by representatives of consumer 
organizations, interested State regula¬ 
tory officials, developers and others re¬ 
garding the land sales industry. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given that 
an informal proceeding will be held in 
the Departmental Conference Room De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban’De¬ 
velopment, 10th Floor, 451 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20410 at 
10 a.m., d.s.t., on July 23, 1974. 

Persons wishing to appear and make 
statements should file with the Rules 
Docket Clerk, Room 10150, Office of Gen¬ 
eral Counsel, Department of HUD Build¬ 
ing, 451 Seventh Street, SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20410, a request to be allocated 
time for their respective statements. 
Time will also be allocated for unsched¬ 
uled appearances. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., July 5, 
1974. 

George K. Bernstein, 

Interstate Land Sales Administrator . 

(FR Doc.74-15779 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[14 CFR Part 71] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-20] 
TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation regulations so as to 
designate a transition area at Troy, Ohio. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Great Lakes Region, Attention: Chief, 
Air Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, 2300 East Devon Avenue, 
Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. All commu¬ 
nications received on or before August 9, 
1974 will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed In the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 2300 East De¬ 
von Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. 
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»n instrument approach procedure has 
J!n developed for the Troy Skypark Air- 
Tr0 y Ohio. Consequently. It Is nec- 
to provide controlled airspace pro- 
Son for aircraft executing this ap- 
™nach procedure by designating a tran- 
<ition area at Troy. Ohio. 

in consideration of the foregoing, the 
wderal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
ves to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation regulations as hereinafter set 

t0 tn l 71-181 (39 FR 440). the following 
transition area is added : 

Trot, Ohio 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
t*t above the surface within a 7 mile radius 
of the Troy Sky park Airport, (latitude 
39»59'27" N., longitude 84°16'14” W.) ex¬ 
cluding that portion which lies within the 
I Piqua, Ohio and Dayton, Ohio transition 
ireas. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348), and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1855(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on 
June 21,1974. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director, Great Lakes Region. 

(PR Doc.74-15660 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[ 49 CFR Part 571 ] 

[Docket No. 74-25; Notice l] 

MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS 

New Pneumatic Tires and Rims for 
Passenger Cars 

This notice proposes to amend the defi¬ 
nition of “test rim” in 49 CFR 571.109 
(Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 109) 
and to modify related provisions of 
{§571.109 and 571.110 (Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 110). This notice is 
issued in part as a result of a petition 
for rulemaking filed by the Rubber Man¬ 
ufacturers Association (RMA). 

The newly proposed definition of “test 
rim” would eliminate reference to specif¬ 
ically dated publications of the various 
foreign and domestic tire and rim asso¬ 
ciations as the source of approved rims, 

. and substitute for them the associa¬ 
tions’ publications current on or after 
the date of manufacture of the tire in 
question. The RMA petition has indi¬ 
cated that the presently referenced pub¬ 
lications are substantially outdated. Al¬ 
ternatively, a rim would be considered as 
appropriate for use with a tire if it were 
described as such in a document pre¬ 
pared by the tire’s manufacturer and 
made available to the public and to the 
agency. Under another provision, any 
general tlre-rim matching information 
in the association publications would be 
applicable to all tires that fit the descrip¬ 
tion (by the size designation, use cate¬ 
gory, etc.) unless the publication itself, 
or a separately published maunfacturer’s 
document, stated otherwise. Thus, a 
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manufacturer who objected to the 
matching of a certain rim size to one of 
his tire sizes would normally ask the as¬ 
sociation to pubUsh an exception for his 
tire. If the association did not do so. the 
manufacturer could publish the excep¬ 
tion, or his own tire-rim matching infor¬ 
mation, in a document distributed to his 
dealers, this agency, and any member of 
the public upon request. NHTSA con¬ 
siders that these alternatives are legally 
necessary to avoid subjecting manufac¬ 
turers to regulation by private organiza¬ 
tions, but that they would only be used 
in exceptional situations. 

This proposal would allow the deletion 
of Appendix A of § 571.110, as that Ap¬ 
pendix would no longer be necessary. It 
is assumed that normally the various tire 
and rim association publications would 
be kept current, and would include all 
the rim sizes presently specified in that 
Appendix. The proposal would not, how¬ 
ever. affect the tables listing tire size 
designations, test loads, and dimensional 
criteria that comprise Appendix A of 
§ 571.109. 

The proposed definition of test rim 
will make it clear that each tire size 
designation must be able to pass each 
performance requirement of Standard 
109 (except for the physical dimension 
requirements of S 4.2.2.2) with any rim 
with which it is listed for use, regard¬ 
less of width. The requirements for 
physical dimension would be met on a 
test rim of the width specified for the 
tire size designation in Appendix A of 
§ 571.109. Of course, for compliance pur¬ 
poses a tire failing any test on any listed 
rim would be considered as having failed 
that test on all tested rims. The NHTSA 
considers it appropriate that tire per¬ 
formance tests be met on any matched 
tire and rim combination, as tires and 
rims may be furnished in any of these 
approved combinations on new vehicles. 
The exception for the physical dimension 
requirements is only to facilitate tire 
measurements, which assume a rim hav¬ 
ing a specified width. 

In addition to the deletion of Appen¬ 
dix A of §571.110, paragraph 3 4.4.1(a) 
of that section would be revised con¬ 
sistently with the revised definition of 
test rim. However, the other subsantive 
requirements of that section would re¬ 
main unchanged. 

In light of the above, it is proposed 
that §§ 571.109 and 571.110. in Chapter 
V, of Title 49. Code of Federal Regular 
tions, be amended as follows: 

A. Section 571.109 would be amended 
as follows: 

1. The definition of “test rim” in S 3 
would be revised to read : 

“Test rim” means, with reference to a 
tire to be tested, any rim that is listed 
as appropriate for use with that tire in 
accordance with 84.4. 

2. A new paragraph S4.4. Tire and rim 
matching information, would be added 
to read: 

S4.4. Tire and rim matching infor¬ 
mation. 

S4.4.1 Each manufacturer of tires 
shall ensure that a listing of the rims 
that may be used with each tire that 
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he produces is provided to the public 
in one of the following forms: 

(a) Listed by manufacturer name or 
brand name in a document furnished to 
dealers of the manufacturer’s tires, to 
any person upon request, and in dupli¬ 
cate to: Tire Division. National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, 400 
Seventh Street. SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590: or 

(b) Contained in publications, current 
at the date of manufacture of the tire 
or any later date, of at least one of the 
following organizations: 

The Tire and Rim Association. 

The European Tyre and Rim Technical 
Organisation. 

Japanese Industrial Standards. 

Deutsche Industrie Norm. 

The Society of Motor Manufacturers & 
Traders, Ltd. 

British Standards Institution. 

Scandinavian Tire and Rtm Organisation. 

S4.4.2 Information contained in a 
publication specified in 34.4.1(b) which 
lists general categories of tires and rims 
by size designation, type of construction, 
and/or intended use, shall be considered 
to be manufacturer’s information pur¬ 
suant to S4.4.1 for the listed tires, unless 
the publication itself or specific infor¬ 
mation provided according to S4.4.1(a) 
indicates otherwise. 

3. Paragraph S5.1(a> would be revised 
to read: 

<a> Mount the tire on a test rim hav¬ 
ing the test rim width specified in Ap¬ 
pendix A of this section for that tire size 
designation and inflate it to the appli¬ 
cable pressure specified in Table III. 

B. Section 571.110 would be amended 
as follows: 

1. Paragraph S4.4.1(a) would be re¬ 
vised to read: 

(a) Be constructed to the dimensions 
of a rim that is listed, pursuant to the 
definition of “test rim” in paragraph S3 
of § 571.109 (Standard No. 109), for use 
with the tire size designation with which 
the vehicle is equipped. 

2. Appendix A would be deleted. 
Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit comments on the proposal. Com¬ 
ments should refer to the docket number 
and be submitted to: Docket Section, Na¬ 
tional Highway Traffic Safety Adminis¬ 
tration, Room 5108. 400 Seventh St.. 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. It is re¬ 
quested but not required that 10 copies 
be submitted. 

All comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated below will be considered, and 
will be available for examination in the 
docket at the above address both before 
and after that date. To the extent pos¬ 
sible, comments filed after the closing 
date will also be considered. However, 
the rulemaking action may proceed at 
any time after that date, and comments 
received after the closing date and too 
late for consideration in regard to the 
action will be treated as suggestions for 
future rulemaking. The NHTSA will con¬ 
tinue to file relevant material, as it be¬ 
comes available in the docket after the 
closing date, and it is recommended that 
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interested persons continue to examine 
the docket for new material. 

Comment closing date: October T, 
1974. 

Proposed effective date: 180 days from 
issuance of final rule. 

(Secs. 103, 119, 201, and 202, Pub. L. 89-563, 
80 Stat. 718; 15 U.S.O. 1392, 1407, 1421, and 
1422; delegations of authority at 49 CFR 1.61 
and 49 CFR 601.8) 

Issued on July 2,1974. 

Robert L. Carter, 
Associate Administrator, 
Motor Vehicle Programs. 
(FR Doc.74-15632 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[14 CFR Part 288] 

[EDRr-275; PSDB-tl; Economic Begs., Policy 
Begs. Docket 26803J 

AIR CARRIERS INVOLVED IN 
MILITARY TRANSPORTATION 

Fuel Surcharge Rates and Procedures 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-14285 appearing at page 
22279 of the issue for Friday, June 21, 
1974, the table in § 288.7(a) (1) should be 
corrected as follows: 

1. The table should carry the follow¬ 
ing headings: 

(1) Performed With Turbine-Powered 
Aircraft 

AMENDED RATES EFFECTIVE 

2. The entry under ‘‘Turboprops* for 
“L-382/L-100-10/20/30* in the fourth 
column, reading “19.4”, should read 
”19.64”. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40 CFR Part 52] 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Open Burning Regulation 

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842), pur¬ 
suant t o sect ion 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and 40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator 
approved with exceptions the New 
Hampshire implementation plan for the 
attainment of national ambient air 
quality standards. Included in approved 
portions of the plan was Regulation No. 
2 of the New Hampshire Air Pollution 
Control Commission which set terminal 
dates for a ban on open burning. 

On April 25, 1973, the State submitted 
a revision to their implementation plan 
which seeks to remove all cities and 
towns with a population of less than 
5000 from this regulation. The purpose 
of this action is to preclude the need for 
individual compliance schedules for said 
towns or cities under 40 CFR 51.15. The 
complete regulation remains in effect for 
State air enforcement purposes. 

Copies of the New Hampshire revision 
are available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the EPA 
Regional Office, Region I, Room 2113, 
J. F. Kennedy Federal Building, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02203, and the State 
Laboratory Building, New Hampshire 


Air Pollution Control Agency, Concord. 
New Hampshire 0330. A copy is also 
available for public inspection at the 
Freedom of Information Center, EPA, 
Room 329, 401 M Street SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comment to the Regional Administrator, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Re¬ 
gion I, 2211 John F. Kennedy Federal 
Building, Boston, Massachusetts 02203. 
Comments received on or before August 9, 
1974 will be considered. Receipt of com¬ 
ments will be acknowledged but substan¬ 
tial responses to individual comments 
will not be provided. Comments received 
will be available during normal working 
hours at the Region I address listed 
above. 

(Sec. 110(a), Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 
U.S.C. 1857c-5(a)) 

Dated: July 3,1974. 

Roger Strelow, 

Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Air and Waste Management . 

[FR Doc.74-15684 Filed 7-9-74;8;45 am] 


[40 CFR Part 52] 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Maintenance of National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards 

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842), the 
Administrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency published his initial ap¬ 
provals and disapprovals of State im¬ 
plementation plans submitted pursuant 
to section 110 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended in 1970. These actions were 
codified as 40 CFR part 52. Thereafter, 
the Natural Resources Defense Council, 
Inc. (NRDC) and various other peti¬ 
tioners challenged the Administrator's 
approvals in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit on several grounds, including the 
contention that the plans approved were 
not adequate to ensure maintenance of 
the national ambient air quality stand¬ 
ards (NAAQSs) once such standards 
were attained. 

Regarding this issue, the Court ruled 
in NRDC v. EPA, 475 F. 2d 968 (D.C. 
Cir. 1973), that the record before the 
court was insufficient to ascertain 
whether the Administrator had made a 
state-by-state determination as to plans' 
adequacy regarding maintenance. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Court ordered the Admin¬ 
istrator to review the maintenance pro¬ 
visions of all approved State implementa¬ 
tion plans and to disapprove those plans 
which (1) did not contain measures 
necessary to ensure maintenance of the 
primary standards after the statutory 
attainment date, and (2) did not analyze 
maintenance in a manner consistent with 
the Administrator’s regulations. 

Upon further review, the Adminis¬ 
trator determined that no State plan 
contained all of the measures necessary 
to ensure maintenance of the standards 
and that no plan had adequately analzed 
the impact of growth on air quality 


maintenance for any significant period 
of time into the future. Accordingly n« 
March 8, 1973 (38 FR 6279), the"!^ 
ministrator disapproved all State plans 
with respect to maintenance 0 f 
standards. 


In the notice of disapproval, the Ad¬ 
ministrator noted that several mech¬ 
anisms already available under the Act 
and in regulations would serve to miti¬ 
gate the impact of overall community 
growth on air quality maintenance 
These measures included review of new 
and modified stationary sources and pre¬ 
vention of construction or modification 
of such sources if air quality standards 
will be violated, new source perform¬ 
ance standards promulgated under sec¬ 
tion 111 of the Act, and motor vehicle 
emission standards promulgated under 
section 202 of the Act. 

The Administrator determined, how¬ 
ever. that such measures alone would not 
be adequate to ensure maintenance, 
particularly for pollutants resulting from 
general urban and commercial develop¬ 
ment. Accordingly, the Administrator 
determined that the new source review 
procedures then existing should be ex¬ 
panded to cover not only stationary 
sources but also “complex” or “indirect ’ 
sources of air pollution. These sources 
do not necessarily emit pollutants them¬ 
selves but induce mobile source activity 
causing an increase in emissions which, 
in turn, may lead to a violation of an 
air quality standard. 

On April 18, 1973 (38 FR 9599), this 
expanded scope of new source review was 
proposed by the Administrator. In the 
preamble to the proposed amendments, 
the Administrator called attention to 
the importance of analyzing the general 
growth of population, industrial activ¬ 
ity, and mobile sources in relation to re¬ 
gional air quality. The Administrator 
did not propose to require such analysis, 
but urged that States consider the use 
of such procedures. A number of com¬ 
ments w ere received on the proposal urg¬ 
ing that such analysis be required on the 
grounds that preconstruction review of 
individual sources could not adequately 
deal with generalized growth and its 
impact on regional air quality. 

Consequently, the Administrator de¬ 
termined, in concurrence with public 
comments, that, in addition to review of 
new and modified sources, a comprehen¬ 
sive growth analysis should be specifi¬ 
cally required of the States in order to 
make the maintenance provisions of im¬ 
plementation plans fully acceptable. On 
June 18, 1973 (38 FR 15834), the Ad¬ 
ministrator promulgated additional reg¬ 
ulations amending 40 CFR 51.12, which 
implement this determination. 

40 CFR 51.12, as amended on June 18. 
1973 (38 FR 15834), and subsequently 
amended on May 8, 1974 (39 FR 16343), 
requires, in part, that State implemen¬ 
tation plans identify by May 10, 1974, 
areas which may have the potential for 
exceeding any national standard within 
the next 10-year period as a consequence 
of current air quality and/or the pro¬ 
jected growth rate of the area. By Au¬ 
gust 16, 1974, the Administrator is to 
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nublish based upon the information sub¬ 
mitted by the States, a list of potential 
nroblem areas which will be analyzed 
in more detail by the States. By June 18. 
1075 the States are required to submit 
an analysis of the impact on air quality 
of projected growth in each potential 
nroblem area designated by the Admin¬ 
istrator. Where NAAQS maintenance 
problems are identified by analysis, the 
States must also submit plans containing 
measures to ensure maintenance of na¬ 
tional standards during the ensuing 10 - 

year period. _ 

On January 15,1974, EPA issued to the 
States 4 ‘Guidelines for Designation of 
Air Quality Maintenance Areas,” which 
describes techniques for the States to 
use in identifying potential problem 
areas. Opportunity for public inspection 
of this document was announced in the 
Federal Register of February 25, 1974 
(39 FR 7196). These guidelines specified 
that the States should consider, as a 
minimum, all Standard Metropolitan 
Statistical Areas (SMSAs). 

All States were required, prior to the 
submission of identified areas, to con¬ 
duct one or more public hearings on the 
identification and the technical support¬ 
ing material. Notice of a public hearing 
was to be given at least 30 days prior to 
the date of such hearing by prominent 
advertisement of the date, time, and 
place of such hearing. The identifica¬ 
tion of areas and technical supporting 
material was to be available for public 
inspection at the time of announcement 
of the notice. 

The guidelines for comprehensively 
analyzing the areas identified pursuant 
to 40 CFR 51.12 (e) and (f) and the 
guidelines for development of 10 -year 
air quality maintenance plans are being 
developed and will be issued to the States 
by August 1974. 

In the action taken below, the Ad¬ 
ministrator is proposing the following: 

(a) Approval of the plan supplements 
submitted to the Administrator in a 
procedurally adequate fashion pursuant 
to 40 CFR 51.12(e) containing either 
the list of areas identified by the States 
or a justification why there are no such 
areas. 

<b) Disapproval of plans for which 
States did not submit, in a procedurally 
adequate fashion, supplemental infor¬ 
mation containing either a list of areas 
identified pursuant to 40 CFR 51.12(e) 
or a justification why there are no such 
areas. . 

<c) For plans proposed for disapprov¬ 
al under (b), above, a list of areas which 
have the potential for violation of a na¬ 
tional standard within 10 years. 

The State submissions which the Ad¬ 
ministrator is proposing for approval are 
those which have been submitted in a 
procedurally adequate fashion. Such 
submissions have not as yet been sub¬ 
stantively analyzed. It is necessary for 
the Administrator to propose the sub¬ 
missions for public comment at this time 
since the final list must be promulgated 
hy August 16 in order to comply with 40 
CFR 51.12(f) and in order to assure that 
the development of the air quality main¬ 


tenance plans will not be delayed. Public 
comment on this proposal is required not 
only by the Administrative Procedures 
Act but also by the Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget’s Circular A-95 Part 
IV (published in the Federal Register of 
November 28, 1973, 38 FR 32874) which 
requires that, “tpirior to the designation 
or redesignation (or approval thereof) 
of any planning and development district 
or region under any Federal program, 
Federal agency procedures will provide 
a period of 30 days for the Governor(s) 
of the State(s> in which the district or 
region will be located to review the 
boundaries thereof and comment upon 
its relationship to planning and develop¬ 
ment districts or regions established by 
the State.” The Administrator will re¬ 
view the substance of State submissions 
prior to final approval or disapproval in 
conjunction with his consideration of 
public comments. 

For States which the Administrator is 
proposing to disapprove plans as not 
having made an adequate submission of 
AQMA material, the Administrator is 
proposing his own AQMA’s. The Admin¬ 
istrator chose his proposed AQMA's in 
several ways. In cases where States have 
submitted information to the Adminis¬ 
trator but the information submitted 
was not adequate or did not constitute 
an official submission, the Administrator 
based his list of AQMAs on that in¬ 
formation. The Administrator will fur¬ 
ther review the substance of these sub¬ 
missions prior to final promulgation. In 
cases where States did not submit such 
information, the Administrator used the 
EPA document, “Guidelines for Designa¬ 
tion of Air Quality Maintenance Areas.” 

The Administrator will hold hearings 
on these proposed identifications in each 
State where either no State hearing has 
been previously held on this matter or no 
State hearing is scheduled before the 
Administrator must make his final iden¬ 
tification of areas. The time and loca¬ 
tion of such hearings will be announced 
in a subsequent Federal Register, in ad¬ 
dition to being announced by prominent 
advertisement in the respective States. 

AQMA Designations 

The principal objective of designation 
of AQMAs and subsequent analysis and 
development of plans to maintain am¬ 
bient air quality standards is to provide a 
mechanism for management of general 
overall urban growth as related to air 
quality, with due consideration of other 
aspects of community growth. New 
source review procedures which involve 
a determination that the new source will 
meet emission regulations and not cause 
or contribute to a violation of ambient 
air quality standards will be a part of the 
overall maintenance plan in urban areas. 
In lightly urbanized areas and in rural 
areas, it is considered that properly ad¬ 
ministered new source review procedures 
will be adequate to assure maintenance 
of air quality standards and therefore, 
more complex maintenance programs 
w ill not ordinarily be needed. Several ex¬ 
ceptions to this are discussed below 
under “Non-SMSA Designations.” 


EPA’s “Guidelines for Designation of 
Air Quality Maintenance Areas” specifies 
that the States, in identifying AQMAs, 
should analyze the SMSAs as a minimum. 
SMSAs are defined by the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget. The Administrator 
chose the SMSAs as the minimum area 
for consideration for the following 
reasons: 

SMSAs historically exhibit higher growth 
rates of population than non-SMSA areas, 
and therefore would be logical choices for 
analysis of impact of growth on air quality; 

SMSAs exhibit the highest concentrations 
of population and industry and therefore 
would generally be places with existing air 
quality problems; 

Projections of population and economic 
indicators, which would be used to project 
future emission and air quality levels, are 
available on an SMSA basis nationwide, 
whereas similar projections may not always 
be available in non-SMSA areas; 

SMSAs account for roughly 70 percent of 
the nation's population, but only 10 percent 
of the total land area, thus facilitating a 
focus on priority areas. 

The SMSA, alone or in its entirety, 
however, may not always be a desirable 
geographical area for designation as an 
AQMA. For instance, projections of emis¬ 
sions for cities, counties or townships 
within the SMSA may be possible to cal¬ 
culate. If this calculation indicates that 
only a portion of the SMSA presents a 
potential for violation of national stand¬ 
ards by 1985, then it would be desirable to 
designate only that portion of the SMSA. 
In other cases, the projected growth in 
emissions may be expected to occur 
around the fringe of the SMSA, in which 
case the designation may be more desir¬ 
able if it included that fringe area in 
addition to the SMSA in whole or in part. 

The designation guideline document 
also specified that the designations indi¬ 
cate the pollutants for which the AQMAs 
are designated. The detailed analysis 
which the States must submit to the 
Administrator by June 18. 1975, for each 
of the finally-designated AQMAs would 
then be done only on the basis of those 
pollutants for which the area is 
identified. 

For uniformity and to avoid prolifera¬ 
tion of AQMAs in an area, the designa¬ 
tion guideline advised that a single 
boundary for each AQMA be chosen re¬ 
gardless of the number of pollutants for 
which a potential problem exists. Actual 
pollutant problems within the area may 
overlap or be mutually exclusive (e.g., one 
part of an AQMA may experience growth 
in mobile source pollutants while another 
part may suffer an increase in SO* emis¬ 
sions from fuel combustion), but only one 
AQMA should be designated which en¬ 
closes all the problem areas of a par¬ 
ticular geographic location. 

The designation guidelines document 
presented a set of “initial designation 
criteria” by which States could eliminate 
fairly obvious non-problem areas and 
include fairly obvious problem areas 
without performing an analysis of pro¬ 
jected air quality. For any SMSA which 
is not automatically eliminated or auto¬ 
matically included, the State would have 
to project emissions to 1985 and deter¬ 
mine the air pollutant concentrations 
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resulting from these emissions using a 
model. 

The procedure for projecting 1985 
emissions consists of first, determining 
the emissions which will exist after ap¬ 
plication of measures currently existing 
as portions of the control strategy; and 
second, estimating the emissions which 
will result from growth of such param¬ 
eters as population and economic or in¬ 
dustrial activity. Methods for perform¬ 
ing the latter estimation are highly spec¬ 
ulative since they require a knowledge 
of the magnitude of the growth in emis¬ 
sions caused by a given growth in param¬ 
eters such as population and economic 
or industrial activity, and such knowl¬ 
edge is, at best, incomplete and untested. 
The problem is further compounded by 
the possibility of new changes in tech¬ 
nology which may allow certain sources 
to emit pollutant at a lower rate than 
currently possible. Furthermore, once 
an area’s emissions have been projected, 
the emissions must be allocated across 
the area before one is able to apply a 
model to relate the emissions to air qual¬ 
ity concentrations. The designation 
guideline document presents several 
methods for estimating emissions and 
air quality. States were advised to use 
local projections of population and eco¬ 
nomic activity, where available; where 
such local projections were not available, 
States were advised to use projections 
from “Population and Economic Activity 
in the United States and Standard Met¬ 
ropolitan Statistical Areas—Historical 
and Projected—1950-2020,” prepared by 
the UJS. Department of Commerce, Bu¬ 
reau of Economic Analysis (BEA) in 
July 1972. 

Non-SMSA Identification 

In addition to investigation of SMSAs 
as required in EPA's “Guidelines for Des¬ 
ignation of Air Quality Maintenance 
Areas,” several western States have 
identified two types of non-urban areas 
which they believe have the potential for 
a violation of a national standard within 
10 years and hence should be Identified 
as AQMAs. 

The first type of area which has the 
potential to exceed a NAAQS in the 
specified time frame is an area which 
has current air quality problems but 
which is not associated with any SMSA. 
In the western states these areas tend 
to be mainly industrial in character and 
located at some distance from existing 
SMSAs. Frequently these areas have 
sprung up in or adjacent to areas con¬ 
taining some available natural resource 
such as copper ore, lead ore, or coal de¬ 
posits. 

For obvious economic reasons plants 
to beneficiate ores or to convert coal to 
electrical energy have been sited at or 
close to resource deposits. While towns 
have developed almost solely as a result 
of this type of industrial activity they 
tend to remain moderately small and 
hence are not likely to become SMSAs 
in the near future. This does not pre¬ 
clude the NAAQSs being exceeded due to 


both the industry itself and its attend¬ 
ant secondary impacts associated with 
growth around industry. 

It is frequently difficult to predict with 
confidence the point in time in the future 
when a given standard will be exceeded 
for these areas. Traditional indicators of 
growth do not necessarily w r ork well for 
areas which have a relatively small pop¬ 
ulation and a relatively large industrial 
base. For example, it would be meaning¬ 
less to project future pollution levels 
from a large power plant complex which 
is designed to supply energy to a large 
regional area by using the Bureau of 
Economic Analysis indicators for the 
area immediately adjacent to the power 
plant. In many cases common economic 
growth projection indices do not exist 
for these areas. Generally the best way 
to predict future levels of pollution is 
through direct contact with the plant to 
determine what plans they have for ex¬ 
pansion or installation of new control 
equipment. 

Secondary impacts not directly asso¬ 
ciated with the industrial process are 
more difficult to predict. Such items as 
increased fugitive dust from use of un¬ 
paved roads associated with new hous¬ 
ing to accommodate employees to staff a 
new plant facility must be projected on 
a case-by-case basis utilizing whatever 
data is available. 

The pollutants most frequently asso¬ 
ciated with these areas are sulfur dioxide 
and particulate matter, since these are 
both products of fuel combustion and 
general industrial activity associated 
with the mining and processing of sul¬ 
fide ores. To a lesser degree, nitrogen 
dioxide, carbon monoxide, and hydro¬ 
carbons may also be produced. 

The second major type of non-SMSA 
area with the potential to exceed the 
standards are areas which are planned 
for future development of natural re¬ 
sources. It is particularly important to 
some western states that these areas be 
designated due to the increased demand 
for the mining of coal and oil shale. In 
addition to fossil fuel mining and com¬ 
bustion, there is a continued develop¬ 
ment of trona (hydrous sodium carbon¬ 
ate) deposits in several states in the 
West. It is, however, even more difficult 
to project pollution levels associated with 
the future development of a natural re¬ 
source. Again, as with on going indus¬ 
trial operations, projections must be done 
on a case-by-case basis using the best 
projection data available. 

The planned development of signifi¬ 
cant coal gasification projects in the 
Northern Great Plains Area is one ex¬ 
ample of the development of a significant 
fossil fuel-oriented industry. Areas which 
are planned as sites of coal gasification 
operations wrtll include mining operations 
as well as the processing plants. Such 
areas have the potential to exceed the 
standards, although it is difficult to spe¬ 
cify the extent of the pollution levels 
which will be associated with these op¬ 
erations. Gasification plants will gen¬ 
erally be located near coal or lignite de¬ 


posits. Frequently, power plants will be 
sited in the same area to bum the coal 
gas. Such clustering of related industries 
will cause problems of a special nature 
Hydrocarbons will be one of the primary 
pollutants associated with the coal gasi¬ 
fication industry. Oxides of nitrogen will 
be produced by gas-fired power plants 
in the same areas. These tw>o pollutants 
combine in the presence of sunlight to 
form photochemical oxidants. 

For example, a massive development of 
this nature is planned for central North 
Dakota to exploit the lignite deposits 
located there. Projections obtained from 
the power companies and state agencies 
indicate that numerous powder plants and 
coal gasification plants are planned for 
the period between 1975 and 1985 for 
this area. With this development will be 
associated unprecedented growth. Des¬ 
ignation as an AQMA would trigger a 
thorough analysis of the impact on air 
quality of such development and may 
lead to an air quality maintenance plan, 

Another factor makes potential re¬ 
source development areas excellent can¬ 
didates for designation. In the west, most 
of the areas planned for resource devel¬ 
opment are rural in nature. Because of 
the demand for energy, many of these 
areas might develop in a 5- to 10-year 
period to the same extent other areas 
have developed in 20 to 40 years; thus 
the dangers of unplanned growrth become 
significant. Air quality impacts of an 
adverse nature from such unplanned 
growth are likely to be significant. An 
example of an area proposed to be des¬ 
ignated as an AQMA in order to minimize 
such impact is the oil shale development 
area in Colorado. 

While it w r as not initially envisioned, 
as noted in the EPA “Guidelines for Des¬ 
ignation of Air Quality Maintenance 
Areas,” to include non-SMSA areas 
within the scope of consideration for 
determining the impact of grow th on 
maintenance of the NAAQS, the Admin¬ 
istrator believes that the policy under¬ 
taken by numerous states to designate 
certain of these areas and hence require 
in depth review of localized growth con¬ 
ditions and their impact on ambient air 
quality, is totally within the scope of 
the maintenance requirement of the Act. 
As previously mentioned, the EPA di¬ 
rected its review procedures at SMSAs 
because of their proven growth potential 
and availability of a data base from 
which to establish emission projection. 
The AQMA submissions received and the 
information provided by numerous 
States indicate that these criteria, name¬ 
ly, growth potential and the availabil¬ 
ity of an emission projection data base, 
are also available in certain industrial 
development and natural resource de¬ 
velopment areas. 

It continues to be EPA’s policy to pro¬ 
vide for flexibility and innovation of the 
part of State and local Jurisdiction in 
accordance with the minimum State Im¬ 
plementation Plan requirements estab¬ 
lished by the Administrator in Title 40, 
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part 51 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions. 

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED STATE ACTIONS 

One omission in this proposed rule¬ 
making action is the absence of proposals 
for the States comprising EPA Region 
V (Illinois. Indiana, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota. Ohio, and Wisconsin). Because of 
unforeseen problems the Administrator 
was unable to process the required AQMA 
materials from these States in time for 
them to be incorporated in this action. 
Shortly, however, the Administrator will 
have completed the necessary analyses 
and the appropriate rulemaking pro¬ 
posals will be made. It is expected this 
action will result in at least 15 additional 
AQMAs being proposed for the six States 
in Region V. In order to proceed in as 
timely a fashion as possible, however, 
the Administrator has judged it best to 
propose at this time the other actions 
covered in this notice. 

Of the 49 State actions being proposed. 
25 are proposed for approval, 19 for dis¬ 
approval, and the 5 without SMSAs are 
neither approved nor disapproved. A total 
of 147 areas are being proposed for at 
least one pollutant. Of these. 128 are pro¬ 
posed for particulate matter, 39 for sulfur 
dioxide, 24 for carbon monoxide. 48 for 
photochemical oxidants, and 8 for nitro¬ 
gen dioxide. 

A discussion of specific actions relat¬ 
ing to each State is presented below. 

ALABAMA 

On April 4, 1974, the Administrator 
received a report from the Alabama Air 
Pollution Control Commission identify¬ 
ing three areas in the State—Birming¬ 
ham. Gadsden and Mobile—as having the 
potential for violation of national am¬ 
bient air quality standards for partic¬ 
ulate matter within 10 years. A public 
hearing on the contents of the report was 
held in Montgomery on May 8, 1974. 
Since official designation of AQMAs in 
the State requires approval of the Ala¬ 
bama Air Pollution Control Commission, 
EPA is proposing to disapprove this sub¬ 
mittal pending the official designation 
by the Commission. 

The report referred to above may be 
inspected at the office of the Alabama 
Air Pollution Control Commission, 645 
South McDonough Street, Montgomery, 
Alabama 36104, and at the office of the 
U.S. EPA Region IV. 

Information as to other locations in 
the State where the report may be re¬ 
viewed is available from both of the above 

offices. 

ALASKA 

The State of Alaska has not provided 
information to the Administrator with 
respect to the designation of AQMAs in 
Alaska. Therefore, the EPA will hold a 
public hearing on July 17, 1974, at 7:30 
P m. in the Turnagain Room of the An¬ 
chorage Westward Hotel, 3d Avenue and 
E Streets, Anchorage, Alaska 99501, at 
which time the Administrator’s proposal 
for AQMA designations will be discussed. 

The Administrator proposed that no 
areas in Alaska be designated as AQMAs 
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at this time. The analysis of emission 
data and growth factors for the Anchor¬ 
age SMSA and the City of Fairbanks, 
Alaska. Indicated that the particulate 
standard may be exceeded in 1985 be¬ 
cause of fugitive dust, apparently from 
natural sources. After taking into ac¬ 
count the effects of fugitive dust and the 
anticipated impact of the control 
strategy for achieving the secondary 
particulate standard, it was determined 
that additional maintenance provisions 
for the Alaska Implementation Plan will 
not be necessary at this time. It should 
be noted that this is a preliminary find¬ 
ing and may be modified after the public 
comment period closes. 

Copies of the Administrator’s designa¬ 
tion material will be available for in¬ 
spection during normal business hours at 
the Region X Anchorage Operations Of¬ 
fice, Room 8. Federal Building, 605 4th 
Avenue. Anchorage. Alaska 99501, in 
addition to the Region X headquarters 
office. Information as to other locations 
in the State for review of these materials 
is available from the EPA offices refer¬ 
enced above. 

ARIZONA 

The State of Arizona performed the 
designation analysis for all pollutants, in 
accordance with the EPA guidelines of 
January 11, 1974. As a result of this 
analysis, the Phoenix SMSA (Maricopa 
County) was designated as an AQMA for 
both carbon monoxide and photochemi¬ 
cal oxidants. Available data did not sup¬ 
port designation of the Tucson SMSA 
(Pima County) for any pollutant; how¬ 
ever, growth and air quality trends will 
be periodically re-evaluated by the local 
air pollution control agency to determine 
if future designation is necessary. The 
technical documents supporting these 
designation actions are available for 
public inspection at the U.S. EPA, Re¬ 
gion IX Office, and at the Arizona State 
Department of Health Services, 1740 
West Adams Street, Phoenix, Arizona 
85007. 

The State held a public hearing on its 
proposed designations in Phoenix on 
April 12, 1974. The testimony revealed 
substantial support for the State desig¬ 
nations. On April 17, 1974. the Director 
of the Arizona Department of Health 
Services (the designated representative 
of the Governor) officially transmitted 
the State’s designations to EPA. 

ARKANSAS 

The air pollution control agency in the 
State of Arkansas submitted a statement 
on designation of air quality mainte¬ 
nance areas to the EPA on April 2, 1974, 
with the conclusion that no areas would 
be designated. It was indicated that an 
analysis had been made, and that follow¬ 
ing the guidelines, all areas were ex¬ 
cluded from designation. EPA has 
checked the analysis and applied the 
guidelines to the SMSAs in Arkansas. As 
a result, EPA is proposing the designa¬ 
tion of two SMSAs as air quality mainte¬ 
nance areas. 

The Little Rock and Fort Smith Air 
Quality Maintenance Areas are being 
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proposed for designation for particulate 
matter. The basis for these designations 
is that air quality standards for particu¬ 
late matter in both of these areas were 
exceeded within the past two years, and 
that projections of air quality to 1985 
indicated that standards for particulate 
matter would still be exceeded in at least 
a portion of these areas. 

A public hearing shall be held on the 
EPA’s proposal. The date and location of 
this hearing will be given in a forth¬ 
coming Federal Register, and will also 
be announced within the State. 

Rationale and background material 
supporting the designations are avail¬ 
able in the Air Program Branch of the 
U.S. EPA Region VI. and the Arkansas 
Department of Pollution Control and 
Ecology, Division of Air Pollution Con¬ 
trol, 8001 National Drive. Little Rock, 
Arkansas 72209. 

CALIFORNIA 

The State of California performed the 
designation analysis for all pollutants in 
accordance with EPA guidelines. As a re¬ 
sult of this analysis, seven AQMAs were 
proposed. A public hearing was held on 
the proposed designations on June 13, 
1974. The testimony revealed substantial 
support for the State designations. Also 
on June 13. 1974, the Chairman of the 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) 
officially transmitted the State designa¬ 
tions to EPA. EPA has reviewed the 
analysis performed by California and the 
subsequent proposed designations, and 
has found them to be substantially 
approvable. 

The supporting information and cal¬ 
culations on which the proposed AQMAs 
are based are available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the U.S. EPA Region IX Office, 
and at the U.S. EPA Regional Office Con¬ 
tact. Federal Building, Room 2033, 300 
North Los Angeles Street. Los Angeles. 
California; and at the California Air Re¬ 
sources Board, 1709 Eleventh Street, 
Sacramento. California 95814. The ARB 
has also made its calculations available 
for public inspection at the APCDs 
throughout the State. 

COLORADO 

The State of Colorado has designated 
five AQMAs pursuant to a public hear¬ 
ing held on May 9. 1974. 

Four of the designations include the 
rapidly growing front range of Colorado 
including the municipalities of Pueblo, 
Colorado Springs. Denver, Boulder, 
Loveland, Greeley, and Fort Collins. The 
fifth area located in northwestern Colo¬ 
rado is being designated because of the 
potential for the beneficiation (proc¬ 
essing) of large oil shale deposits. 

Colorado’s submission will be formally 
reviewed by the Administrator for both 
content and procedural acceptability; 
however, on the basis of a preliminary 
review,, the Administrator is proposing 
in this notice to approve the Colorado 
designations as an official revision to the 
State Implementation Plan. Additional 
material relative to this proposal is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Division of Air 
Pollution Control, Colorado Department 
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of Health. 4210 E. 11th Avenue, Denver, 
Colorado 80220, in addition to the Region 
VIII headquarters office. 

CONNECTICUT 

On April 15, 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designation material for 
the State of Connecticut. A public hear¬ 
ing was held on this submittal by the 
State on April 9, 1974. After preliminary 
review of the State’s submittal, the Ad¬ 
ministrator is proposing to approve the 
State’s designation of one area in the 
State—the total Connecticut portions 
of the New York-New Jersey-Connecti- 
cut, and Hartford-New Haven-Spring- 
field Interstate Air Quality Control Re¬ 
gions—as having the potential for viola¬ 
tion within ten years of national ambient 
air quality standards for sulfur dioxide, 
particulatfe matter, carbon monoxide and 
photochemical oxidants. The submittal 
on which this proposal is based is avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the offices of 
the U.S. EPA, Region I, and the offices 
of the Department of Environmental 
Protection, State Office Building, 165 
Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut 
06115. 

DELAWARE 

On April 1, 1974, the Administrator 
received from the Delaware Department 
of Natural Resources and Environmental 
Control, proposed AQMA designations 
for the State of Delaware. This submittal 
was procedurally inadequate, however, 
in that it was not formally submitted by 
the Governor of the State, nor was there 
a public hearing held on it. The State’s 
material indicated that there are no 
areas in the State which have the poten¬ 
tial for a violation of a national stand¬ 
ard within 10 years. After preliminary 
review of the Department of Natural 
Resources’ submittal and the Adminis¬ 
trator’s own preliminary evaluation of 
the present air quality and expected 
future growth in the State, the Adminis¬ 
trator is proposing that no area in the 
State has the potential to violate any 
national ambient air standard within 10 
years. The Administrator's analysis, on 
which this proposal was based, is avail¬ 
able for public inspection during normal 
business hours at the offices of the U.S. 
EPA, Region HI. A public hearing shall 
also be held on the Administrator’s pro¬ 
posal. The date and location of this hear¬ 
ing will be given in a forthcoming Fed¬ 
eral Register, and will also be an¬ 
nounced within the State. 

DISTRICT or COLUMBIA 

On May 15, 1974. the Administrator 
received from the Department of En¬ 
vironmental Services for the District of 
Columbia, proposed AQMA designations 
for the District. This submittal was pro¬ 
cedurally inadequate, howrever, in that 
it was not formally submitted by the 
Mayor of the District. A public hearing 
was held, however, on April 5,1974. After 
preliminary review of the Department 
of Environmental Services’ submittal and 
the Administrator’s own evaluation of 
the present air quality and expected fu¬ 
ture growth in the State, it is proposed 


to designate the District of Columbia as 
an Air Quality Maintenance Area for 
particulate matter, sulfur dioxide and 
photochemical oxidants. The Adminis¬ 
trator’s analysis on which this proposal 
was based, as well as a copy of the public 
heailng transcript, is available for public 
inspection during normal business hours 
at the offices of U.S. EPA, Region III. 

FLORIDA 

On May 30, 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designation material for 
the State of Florida. A public hearing 
was held by the State in Orlando on 
May 21, 1974. After preliminary review 
of the State’s submittal, the Adminis¬ 
trator is proposing to approve the State’s 
designation of ten areas as having the 
potential for violation of national am¬ 
bient air quality standards within 10 
years. 

The designation material on which this 
proposal is based is available for public 
inspection at the office of the Florida 
Department of Pollution Control, 2562 
Executive Center Circle East, Mont¬ 
gomery Building, Tallahassee, Florida 
32301, and at the office of the U.S. EPA 
Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

GEORGIA 

On May 17. 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designation material for 
the State of Georgia. A public hearing on 
this material was held by the State in 
Atlanta on April 25, 1974. After prelimi¬ 
nary review of the State’s submittal, the 
Administrator is proposing to approve 
the State’s designation of the Atlanta 
and Savannah areas as having the po¬ 
tential for violation of national ambient 
air quality standard for particulate mat¬ 
ter within 10 years. 

In addition, the Administrator is pro¬ 
posing to designate Catoosa and Walker 
Counties as part of the Chattanooga In¬ 
terstate AQMA as having the potential 
for violation of the national ambient 
air quality standard for particulate mat¬ 
ter within 10 years. 

The designation material on which 
this proposal is based is available for 
public inspection at the office of the Air 
Quality Control Section, Environmental 
Protection Division, Georgia Department 
of Natural Resources, 19 Hunter Street 
SW„ Atlanta, Georgia 30334, and at the 
office of the U.S. EPA Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

HAWAII 

The State of Hawaii did not submit to 
EPA either a designation of AQMAs or 
a justification for not designating any 
such areas in the State; therefore, the 
requirements of § 51.12(e) are not met. 

In line with the policy stated in the 
“Guidelines for Designation of Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Areas," EPA has per¬ 
formed an analysis of the only SMSA in 


the State, the Honolulu SMSA, usinu the 
method specified in the “Guidelines " 
The analysis of the SMSA indicates that 
there is a potential in this area for ex¬ 
ceeding the national standard for par¬ 
ticulate matter within the next 10-year 
period and, therefore, that the SMSA, 
should be designated as an AQMA for 
particulate matter. As a result of this 
analysis, EPA is proposing to designate 
the Honolulu SMSA as an AQMA for 
particulate matter. This designation may 
be revised at a later date based on a more 
complete analysis being planned by the 
State. 

The proposed designation of the Hono¬ 
lulu SMSA as an AQMA for particulate 
matter will be the subject of a public 
hearing (times and places to be an¬ 
nounced shortly) to be held in Honolulu, 
and of a 30-day public comment period 
beginning on the date of the publication 
of the Federal Register. The supporting 
information and analysis on which this 
proposed designation is based is avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the U.S. 
EPA Region IX Office, and at the U.S. 
EPA Pacific Islands Office, 1000 Bishop 
Street, Suite 601, Honolulu, Hawaii 
96813. 

IDAHO 

The State of Idaho held a public hear¬ 
ing on AQMA designations on June 3, 
1974, in Boise, Idaho. The State’s recom¬ 
mendations were submitted to EPA on 
June 11, 1974. EPA has made a pre¬ 
liminary substantive reviews of the sub¬ 
mittal, but will withhold its final recom¬ 
mendation until after the close of the 
federal public comment period. 

The State of Idaho recommends that 
no AQMAs be designated in Idaho. The 
analysis of emission data and growth 
factors indicated that particulate stand¬ 
ards may be exceeded in 1985 because of 
fugitive dust, apparently from natural 
sources. After taking into account the 
effects of fugitive dust and the antic¬ 
ipated impact of the current control 
strategy for achieving the secondary 
particulate standard, it was determined 
that additional maintenance provisions 
for the Idaho Implementation Plan will 
not be necessary at this time. 

Copies of the June 11, 1974, submittal 
by the State of Idaho will be available 
for inspection during normal business 
hours at the EPA Region X Idaho Op¬ 
erations Office, 422 W. Washington 
Street, Boise, Idaho 83702, and at the 
Idaho Department of Environmental and 
Community Services, Statehouse, Boise, 
Idaho 83720, in addition to the Region X 
headquarters office. Information as to 
other locations in the State for review of 
these materials is available from the EPA 
and Idaho State offices referenced above. 

IOWA 

On May 16, 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designation material for 
the State of Iowa. A public heal ing was 
held by the State in Des Moines on April 
24, 1974. After preliminary review' of the 
State’s submittal, the Administrator is 
proposing to approve the States designa¬ 
tion of six areas in the State as having 
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me potential for violation of national 
ambient air quality standards within 10 

years. 

The designation material on which this 
proposal is based is available for public 
Inspection at the office of the Iowa De¬ 
partment of Environmental Quality, P.O. 
Box 3326, Des Moines. Iowa, 50316, and 
at the office of the U.S. EPA. Region VII. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

KANSAS 

On March 26, 1974, The Administra¬ 
tor received AQMA designation material 
for the State of Kansas. A public hear¬ 
ing was held by the State in Topeka on 
March 18, 1973. 

The State evaluated the Kansas City, 
Topeka, and Wichita areas and deter¬ 
mined that none of these areas present 
the potential for a violation of a national 
ambient air quality standard within 10 
years. 

After preliminary review of the State’s 
submittal, the Administrator is propos¬ 
ing to approve the State’s determination 
and is therefore not proposing to desig¬ 
nate any AQMAs in the State as having 
the potential for violation of a national 
ambient air quality standard within 10 
years. 

The designation material on which 
this proposal is based is available for 
public inspection at the office of the Divi¬ 
sion of Environmental Health, Kansas 
State Department of Health. Forbes Air 
Force Base, Building 740, Topeka, Kan¬ 
sas 66620, and at the office of the U.S. 
EPA, Region VII. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

KENTUCKY 

On April 5, 1974, the Administrator 
received a report from the Division of 
Air Pollution, Kentucky Department for 
Natural Resources and Environmental 
Protection identifying Louisville as hav¬ 
ing the potential for violation of na¬ 
tional ambient air quality standards for 
sulfur dioxide within 10 years. A public 
hearing on the contents of this report 
was held in Frankfort on May 7, 1974. 
Since official designation of AQMAs in 
the State requires approval of the Envi¬ 
ronmental Quality Commission, EPA is 
proposing to disapprove this submittal 
until such time as the Commission gives 
its approval. 

The report referred to above may be 
inspected at the office of the Division of 
Air Pollution, Kentucky Department for 
Natural Resources and Environmental 
Protection, 311 East Main Street, Frank¬ 
fort, Kentucky 40601, and at the office of 
the U.S. EPA Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

LOUISIANA 

The State of Louisiana has not sub¬ 
mitted a list of designations of air quality 


maintenance areas. Therefore, the EPA 
has made an analysis and applied the 
guidelines to the SMSAs of that State. 
Three areas are being proposed for 
designation. 

The Baton Rouge and New Orleans Air 
Quality Maintenance Areas are being 
proposed for the pollutant of photo¬ 
chemical oxidants on the basis of high 
oxidant concentrations found in both 
areas, projected growth to 1985, and 
factors which indicate significant trans¬ 
fer of the pollutant between these two 
areas. 

The Shreveport Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area is being proposed for the pol¬ 
lutant of particulate matter on the basis 
of concentrations measured in 1972 which 
exceeded a national standard and which 
are projected to exceed such standard in 
1985 also. 

A public hearing shall be held on EPA's 
proposal. The date and location of this* 
hearing will be given in a forthcoming 
Federal Register, and will also be an¬ 
nounced within the State. 

Rational and background material 
supporting the designations are available 
in the Air Program Branch of the U.S. 
EPA Region VI, and Louisiana Health 
and Social and Rehabilitation Services 
Administration, Air Control Division, 
State Office Building, New' Orleans, 
Louisiana 70160. 

MAINE 

On April 16, 1974, the Administrator 
received from Maine an unofficial sub¬ 
mittal indicating that the Portland and 
Lewiston-Auburn SMSAs were evaluated 
and that no potential violation of a na¬ 
tional ambient air quality standard 
within 10 years was found. Since Maine 
did not formally submit material to EPA 
concerning AQMA designation, the Ad¬ 
ministrator has proceeded with his eval¬ 
uation of the two areas and concurs with 
the State’s determination. Therefore the 
Administrator is proposing no AQMAs 
for the State of Maine. The Administra¬ 
tor’s analysis, on which this proposal is 
based, is available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at the 
offices of the U.S. EPA, Region I. Al¬ 
though Maine did not make an official 
submission regarding AQMA designation, 
the State held a hearing on their analysis 
on May 29, 1974. 

MARYLAND 

The State of Maryland Bureau of Air 
Quality Control held a hearing on pro¬ 
posed AQMAs on April 18, 1974. These 
proposed designations were never sub¬ 
mitted to EPA, however, as State desig¬ 
nated AQMAs. After review of the draft 
proposals on which the State hearing was 
held, it is proposed to designate the 
Baltimore, National Capitol and Mary¬ 
land Portion of the Potomac River Basin 
areas, as defined herein, as AQMAs for 
the State of Maryland. These proposed 
designations will be revised if appro¬ 
priate on the basis of comments received 
and the Administrator’s more detailed 
and substantive analysis of the present 
air quality and expected future growth 
in the State. The Administrator’s analy¬ 
sis, on w r hich these proposals were based, 


is available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the offices of 
U.S. EPA, Region IH. A copy of the tran¬ 
script of the public hearing held by the 
State is available during normal business 
hours at the offices of the Maryland 
Bureau of Air Quality Control. 610 N. 
Howard Street, Baltimore, Maryland. 
21201. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

On May 21. 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designations for the 
State of Massachusetts. Public hearings 
were held by the State on this submittal 
at the following dates and locations in 
Massachusetts: 

April 30. 1974. Lawrence. 

May 1, 1974. Worcester. 

May 2. 1974, Springfield. 

May 3. 1974, Boston. 

After preliminary review of the State’s 
submittal, the Administrator is propos¬ 
ing to approve the State’s designation of 
four areas as having the potential for 
violation of at least one national ambi¬ 
ent air quality standard within 10 years. 
The submittal on which this proposal is 
based is available for public inspection 
at the offices of the U.S. EPA, Region I. 
and at the following locations in the 
State: 

Bureau of Air Quality Control 
Room 320. 600 Washington St. 

Boston, MA 02111 
Board of Health Office 
Pittsfield. MA 

Central Mass. Air Pollution Control District 
75 B Grove Street 
Worcester. MA 

Merrimack Valley Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict 

Tewksbury State Hospital 
Regional Health Office 
Tewksbury, MA 

Pioneer Valley Air Pollution Control District 
1414 State Street 
Springfield, MA 

Southeastern Mass. Air Pollution Control 
District 

Southeast Regional Health Office 
Lakeville State Hospital 
Lakeville. MA 

MISSISSIPPI 

On March 14, 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designation material for 
the State of Mississippi. A public hear¬ 
ing w r as held by the State in Jackson on 
April 25, 1974. The State evaluated the 
Jackson, Gulfport and Biloxi areas and 
determined that none of these areas 
present the potential for a violation of a 
national ambient air quality standard 
within 10 years. After preliminary review 
of the State’s submittal, the Adminis¬ 
trator is proposing to approve the State’s 
determination and is therefore not pro¬ 
posing to designate any AQMAs in the 
State as having the potential for viola¬ 
tion of a national ambient air quality 
standard within 10 years. 

The material on which this proposal 
is based is available for public inspection 
at the office of the Division of Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control, Mississippi Air and Water 
Pollution Control Commission, Robert E. 
Lee Building, Sixth Floor, E. Griffith and 
N. Lamar Streets, Jackson, Mississippi 
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39205. and at the office of the U.S. EPA 
Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

MISSOURI 

On May 6, 1974, the Administrator re¬ 
ceived AQMA designation material for 
the State of Missouri. Public hearings 
were held by the State in Kansas City 
on March 18 and in St. Louis on April 24. 
1974. After preliminary review of the 
States’ submittal, the Administrator is 
proposing to approve the States designa¬ 
tion of the St. Louis area as having the 
potential for violation of national 
ambient air quality standards for par¬ 
ticulate matter and photochemical 
oxidants within 10 years. 

The designation material on which this 
proposal is based is available for public 
inspection at the office of the Missouri 
Air Conservation Commission, 117 Com¬ 
merce Drive, Jefferson City, Missouri 
65101, and at the office of the U.S. EPA, 
Region VII. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

MONTANA 

The State of Montana has acted to 
designate eight AQMAs. The background 
material was properly developed accord¬ 
ing to EPA “Guidelines for the Designa¬ 
tion of Air Quality Maintenance Areas.” 
The material was made available to the 
public in April, 1974, and a public hear¬ 
ing was scheduled and held on May 24, 
1974. At this time, the Montana State 
Board of Health and Environmental 
Sciences acted to officially adopt the 
designations. These designations were 
officially submitted to the Administrator 
on June 4, 1974. 

The designations for Montana include 
the State’s two SMSAs, Billings and 
Great Palls, as well as five areas which 
have existing pollution problems due to 
current industrial development. Mon¬ 
tana has also designated one area con¬ 
taining large deposits of strippable coal 
which have the potential for develop¬ 
ment prior to 1985. 

Montana’s submission will be formally 
reviewed by the Administrator for both 
content and procedural acceptability; 
however, on the basis of a preliminary 
review, the Administrator is proposing 
in this notice to approve the Montana 
designations as an official revision to the 
State Implementation Plan. Copies of 
the Administrator’s designation material 
will be available for inspection at the 
Environmental Sciences Division, Mon¬ 
tana State Department of Health and 
Environmental Sciences, Cogswell Build¬ 
ing. Helena, Montana 59601, in addition 
to the Region VIII headquarters office. 

NEBRASKA 

On May 9, 1974, the Administrator re¬ 
ceived AQMA designation material for 
the State of Nebraska. A public hearing 


w'as held by the State in Lincoln on 
April 11. 1974. 

The State evaluated the Omaha, Lin¬ 
coln and Sioux City areas and deter¬ 
mined that none of these areas present 
the potential for a violation of a na¬ 
tional ambient air quality standard with¬ 
in 10 years. 

After preliminary review of the 
State’s submittal, the Administrator is 
proposing to approve the State’s deter¬ 
mination and is therefore not proposing 
to designate any AQMAs in the State as 
having the potential for violation of a 
national ambient air quality standards 
within 10 years. 

The designation material on which 
this proposal is based is available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Nebraska Department of Environmental 
Control, P.O. Box 94653, State House 
Station, Lincoln, Nebraska 68509, and at 
the offices of the U.S. EPA. Region VII. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

NEVADA 

The State of Nevada did not submit 
to EPA a designation of AQMAs or a jus¬ 
tification showing that there are no such 
areas in the State. Therefore, an analy¬ 
sis of the Reno and Las Vegas SMSAs 
was performed by EPA in accordance 
with procedures set forth in the docu¬ 
ment entitled “Guidelines for Designa¬ 
tion of Air Quality Maintenance Areas.” 
The results of this analysis indicate that 
the Las Vegas SMS A should be proposed 
as an AQMA for particulate matter, car¬ 
bon monoxide, and photo-chemical oxi¬ 
dants. 

The proposed designation of the Las 
Vegas SMS A as an AQMA for particulate 
matter, carbon monoxide, and photo¬ 
chemical oxidants will be the subject of a 
public healing (time and location to be 
announced shortly) to be held in Ne¬ 
vada and of a 30-day public comment 
period beginning on the date of publica¬ 
tion of this Federal Register. The sup¬ 
porting information and analysis on 
which this proposed designation is based 
is available for public inspection at the 
U.S. EPA Region IX Office, and at the 
Nevada Bureau of Environmental Health, 
201 S. Fall Street (Nye Building), Car- 
son City, Nevada 89701. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

On May 20, 1974, the Administrator 
received from New Hampshire AQMA 
material for the State. A public hearing 
on this material was held on April 18, 
1974 by the State. The State evaluated 
the Manchester and Nashua SMSAs and 
determined that neither area presents 
the potential for a violation of a national 
ambient air quality standard within 10 
years. After a preliminary review of the 
State’s submittal, the Administrator is 
proposing to approve the State’s deter¬ 
mination and is therefore not proposing 
to identify any AQMAs in the State. 
The State’s submittal, upon which this 
proposal was based, is available for pub¬ 


lic inspection at the offices of the U.S 
EPA, Region I, and at the offices of the 
New Hampshire Air Pollution Control 
Agency, State Laboratory Building 
Hazen Drive, Concord, New* Hampshire 
03301. 

NEW JERSEY 

The State of New Jersey did not con¬ 
duct a public hearing on AQMA desig¬ 
nation and has. therefore, failed to offi¬ 
cially submit a listing of areas which may 
have the potential for violating ambient 
air quality standards during the 10-year 
period following 1975. The EPA Region 
n office has worked closely with the 
State, however, and has obtained the de¬ 
tailed computations which the State per¬ 
formed. In developing the computations 
the State used the EPA guideline docu¬ 
ment, “Guidelines for Designation of Air 
Quality Maintenance Areas.” The EPA 
proposed list of designated areas is the 
same as the list which was unofficially 
submitted by the State and will undergo 
complete review* prior to final publica¬ 
tion in August 1974. The analysis, upon 
which this proposal is based, is available 
for public inspection during normal busi¬ 
ness hours at the offices of the U.S. EPA 
Region H. EPA Region H will hold a pub¬ 
lic hearing on this proposal. The date 
and location of this hearing will be given 
in a forthcoming Federal Register. 

NEW MEXICO 

The air pollution control agency in the 
State of New Mexico submitted to the 
EPA a list of proposed designations of 
air quality maintenance areas on April 
10 , 1974. Public hearings were not held 
but are now scheduled for the period of 
June 24-July 18.1974. 

The proposed designations submitted 
by New Mexico are acceptable, but in 
addition EPA has found it necessary to 
make designation of one additional area 
and of one additional pollutant for one 
of the areas designated by the State. 

The Grant County Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area is being proposed for desig¬ 
nation by EPA for the pollutant of sulfur 
dioxide on the basis that a large non- 
ferrous smelter is located in the area at 
Hurley, New Mexico; that ambient sulfur 
dioxide concentrations have occasionally 
exceeded standards in the past; and that 
there is no State or Federal regulation at 
this time applicable to the smelter de¬ 
signed to result in attainment and main¬ 
tenance of secondary sulfur dioxide 
standards. 

The State has designated the Four 
Corners Air Quality Maintenance Area 
(San Juan County) for carbon monoxide. 
Analysis by EPA shows that this area 
should be designated also for sulfur diox¬ 
ide. Within this area are located two 
large power plants, and diffusion calcula¬ 
tions applicable to their operation show 
that sulfur dioxide standards may be ex¬ 
ceeded in the area. 

Rationale and background material 
supporting the designations are available 
in the Air Program Branch of the U.S. 
EPA Region VI, and the New Mexico En¬ 
vironmental Improvement Agency, Air 
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Quality Division. P.E.R.A. Building. 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501. 

NEW YORK 

On April 29. 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designations for the 
State of New York. Public hearings were 
held by the State on this submittal at the 
following dates and locations in New 
York: 

March 11, 1974. Albany. Millbrook, Mineola. 
March 12, 1974, New York City, Rochester. 
March 13, 1974, MayvUle. Syracuse, Utica. 
March 14, 1974, Grand Island. 

March 15, 1974. Binghamton, Elmira. 

After preliminary review of the State’s 
submittal, the Administrator is propos¬ 
ing to approve the State’s submittal 
which indicates that ten areas in the 
State of New York have the potential for 
violation of one or more national am¬ 
bient air quality standards within 10 
years. The submittal on which this pro¬ 
posal was based is available for public 
inspection during nonnal business hours 
at the offices of the U.S. EPA, Region n 
and at the offices of the New York State 
Department of Environmental Conserva¬ 
tion. 50 Wolf Road, Albany, New York 
12201. In addition, copies of informa¬ 
tion relating to the AQMA’s are available 
for their respective areas at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

Ulster County Department of Health 
Bureau of Sanitation Engineering 
244 Fair Street 
Kingston, New York 

Dutchess County Department of Health 

Division of Environmental Health 

22 Market Street 

Poughkeepsie, New York 

Orange County Department of Health 

Division of Environmental Health Services 

124 Main Street 

Goshen, New York 

New York State Department of Environ¬ 
mental Conservation 

Region 1 

NYS/EC Building #40 

SUNY 

Stony Brook. New York 

New York State Department of Environ¬ 
mental Conservation 
Room 128 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, New York 

New York State Department of Environ¬ 
mental Conservation 

Region 3 

202 Mamaroneck Avenue 

White Plains. New York 

Nassau County Department of Health 

Bureau of Air Pollution Control 

240 Old Country Road 

Mineola, New York 

6tate of New York Offices 

11th Floor 

1700 Broadway 

New York, New York 

Monroe County Department of Health 

Bureau ol Air Pollution Control 

111 Westfall Road 

Rochester. New York 

Chautauqua County Department of Health 
Switchboard Operator’s Desk 

1st Floor 

Health & Social Service Building 
Mayvllle, New York 

New York State Department of Environ¬ 
mental Conservation 


New York State Office Building, 6th Floor 
207 Genesee Street 
Utica, New York 

New York State Department of Environ¬ 
mental Conservation 
3rd Floor 

New York State Office Building 
333 East Washington Street 
Syracuse, New York 

New York State Department of Environ- 
mental Conservation 
Region 9 

584 Delaware Avenue 
Buffalo, New York 

Niagara County Department of Health 
Niagara Falls City Hall 
Main Street 

Niagara Falls, New York 
New York State Department of Environ 
mental Conservation 
New York State Office Building 
44 Hawley Street 
Binghamton. New York 
Chemung County Department of Health 
Environmental Health Section 
Heritage Park 
Elmira. New York 
• 

NORTH CAROLINA 

On April 1,1974, the Administrator re¬ 
ceived AQMA designation material for 
the State of North Carolina. A public 
hearing was held by the State in Raleigh 
on March 20. 1974. After preliminary re¬ 
view of the State’s submittal, the Ad¬ 
ministrator is proposing to approve 
the State’s designation of the Ashe¬ 
ville, Charlotte-Gastonia, Greensboro, 
Raleigh-Durham. and Winston-Salem 
areas as having the potential for viola¬ 
tion of national ambient air quality 
standards within 10 years. 

The designation material on which 
tills proposal is based in available for 
public inspection at the office of the Air 
Quality Division, Office of Water and Air 
Resources, North Carolina Department 
of Natural and Economic Resources, Post 
Office Box 27687, 216 West Jones Street, 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27611, and at 
the office of the U.S. EPA Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

The State of North Dakota has desig¬ 
nated two AQMAs pursuant to a public 
hearing held on May 22, 1974. The 
material was officially submitted to the 
Administrator on June 6, 1974. 

The designations include the North 
Dakota portion of the Fargo-Moorhead 
SMSA. The other AQMA is located in the 
central portion of the State and con¬ 
tains large deposits of lignite coal. Power 
plant and coal gasification development 
is expected to occur in this area. 

North Dakota’s submission will be 
formally reviewed by the Administrator 
for both content and procedural accepta¬ 
bility; however, on the basis of a pre¬ 
liminary review the Administrator is 
proposing in this notice to approve the 
North Dakota designations as an official 
revision to the State Implementation 
Plan. Additional material relative to this 
proposal is available for inspection at the 
Environmental Health and Engineering 


Services, State Department of Health. 
State Capital, Bismarck, North Dakota 
58501, in addition to the Region VIH 
headquarters office. 

OKLAHOMA 

The State of Oklahoma has not sub¬ 
mitted to the EPA a formal list of desig¬ 
nations of air quality maintenance areas. 
Two such areas have been proposed by 
the air pollution control agency in public 
hearings, and after action by the Okla¬ 
homa Air Pollution Council, it is ex¬ 
pected that a formal submittal will be 
made. 

The State agency’s. proposal would 
designate the Oklahoma City and Tulsa 
areas, both for particulate matter and 
photochemical oxidants. Review by EPA 
and application of the guidelines has 
shown that the Oklahoma City area 
should also be designated for sulfur di¬ 
oxide, based on ambient concentrations 
of sulfur dioxide exceeding a national 
standard in a portion of that area in 
1972. 

Much comment at the public hearings 
concerned the exact boundaries of the 
areas to be designated. Based on this 
comment and the need for air quality 
maintenance areas to have definite, con¬ 
cise legal boundaries, EPA is proposing 
the following areas in Oklahoma: for 
Tulsa, Alternate 1 as proposed in public 
healings, which is based on transporta¬ 
tion studies in the Tulsa Metropolitan 
Area and Sapulps Urban Area; for Ok¬ 
lahoma City, an area which is essentially 
the study area of the Oklahoma City 
Area Regional Transportation Study. 

Rationale and background material 
supporting the designations are available 
in the Air Programs Branch of the U.S. 
EPA Region VI, and the Oklahoma State 
Department of Health, Air Quality Serv¬ 
ice, N.E. 10th and Stonewall, Oklahoma 
City, Oklahoma 73105. 

OREGON 

The State of Oregon held public hear¬ 
ings on AQMA designations on April 12. 
1974, in Portland, Oregon, and on April 
15, 1974. in Eugene, Oregon. The State’s 
recommendations were submitted to EPA 
on May 1,1974. EPA has made a substan¬ 
tive review of the submittal but will 
withhold its final recommendation until 
after the close of the federal public com¬ 
ment period. 

The State of Oregon recommends that 
the urbanizing portions of the following 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas 
be designated as AQMAs: 

1. Portland, Oregon-Vancouver, Wash¬ 
ington (Oregon portion of the Columbia 
Region Association of Governments 
1970 Portland-Vancouver Metropolitan 
Transportation Study Area). 

2. Eugene-Springfield, Oregon-(Eu- 
gene-Springfield Urban Service Area). 

The State also recommends that the 
urbanizing portion of Jackson County 
identified as the Bear Creek Valley Land 
Use Planning Area be designated as an 
AQMA. This planning area includes the 
cities of Medford and Ashland. 

In addition the State submittal rec¬ 
ommends that the Longview-Kelso, 
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Washington-St. Helens, Oregon inter¬ 
state area be designated. However, after 
information was submitted to EPA and 
prior to Washington’s public hearing on 
AQMAs agreement was reached by Ore¬ 
gon and Washington not to designate this 
area. Instead, it was decided to con¬ 
duct comprehensive studies of the entire 
Portland-Vancouver-Longview interstate 
area and, if necessary, develop a con¬ 
trol strategy for maintenance of stand¬ 
ards. Should the study so indicate, the 
interstate area may in the future be 
jointly designated by both states as an 
AQMA. Copies of this May 1, 1974, sub¬ 
mittal by the State of Oregon will be 
available for inspection during normal 
business hours at the Oregon Operations 
Office, 1234 S.W. Morrison Street, Port¬ 
land, Oregon 97205 in addition to the 
Region X headquarters office. Informa¬ 
tion as to other locations in the State 
for review of these materials is available 
from the EPA and Oregon State offices 
referenced above. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

On March 18, 1974, the Administrator 
received from the Pennsylvania Depart¬ 
ment of Environmental Resources, pro¬ 
posed AQMA designations for the State 
of Pennsylvania. This submittal was pro¬ 
cedural^ inadequate, however, in that 
it was not formally submitted by the 
Governor of the State, nor was there a 
public healing held on it. A public hear¬ 
ing has been scheduled, and will be held 
by the State on June 19, 1974. After pre¬ 
liminary review of the Department of 
Environmental Resources’ submittal and 
the Administrator’s own evaluation of 
the present air quality and expected fu¬ 
ture growth in the State, it is proposed 
to designate all twelve of the State of 
Pennsylvania’s “Air Basins” as Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Areas. The Administra¬ 
tor’s analysis, on which this proposal 
was based, is available for public inspec¬ 
tion during normal business hours at 
the Offices of U.S. EPA, Region HI. 

RHODE ISLAND 

On April 11, 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designations for the 
State of Rhode Island. A public hearing 
was held on this submittal by the State 
on April 10. 1974. After preliminary re¬ 
view of the State’s submittal, the Ad¬ 
ministrator is proposing to approve the 
State’s designation of the area—the Met¬ 
ropolitan Providence area, as defined 
herein—as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation within ten years of the national 
ambient air quality standards for par¬ 
ticulate matter, sulfur dioxide, and 
photochemical oxidants. The submittal 
on which this proposal is based is avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the offices 
of the U.S. EPA, Region I, and the offices 
of the Division of Air Pollution Con¬ 
trol, Room 204, Health Building, Provi¬ 
dence, Rhode Island 02908. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

On March 22, 1974, the Administrator 
received AQMA designation material for 
the State of South Carolina. A public 
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hearing was held by the State in Co¬ 
lumbia on March 20, 1974. After pre¬ 
liminary review of the State’s submittal, 
the Administrator is proposing to ap¬ 
prove the State’s designation of the 
Charleston and Greenville areas as hav¬ 
ing the potential for violation of national 
ambient air quality standards for par¬ 
ticulate matter within 10 years. 

The designation material on which 
this proposal is based is available for 
public inspection at the office of the Bu¬ 
reau of Air Quality Control, South Caro¬ 
lina Department of Health and Environ¬ 
mental Control, 2600 Bull Street. Colum¬ 
bia, South Carolina 29211, and the office 
of the U.S. EPA Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

The State of South Dakota has taken 
no action to develop designated areas for 
air quality maintenance, hence the Ad¬ 
ministrator must proposed to designate 
areas which have the potential to exceed 
any National Ambient Air Quality Stand¬ 
ards (NAAQS) within the next ten years. 
The Administrator has determined that 
the Sioux Falls SMSA does have the po¬ 
tential to exceed the standards for par¬ 
ticulate matter and, therefore, proposes 
to designate Minnehaha County as an 
AQMA. Additional information relative 
to this proposal is available for inspection 
at the Department of Environmental 
Protection. State Office Building #2 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501, in addition 
to the Region VHI headquarters office. A 
public hearing shall also be held on the 
Administrator’s proposal. The date and 
location of this hearing will be given in a 
forthcoming Federal Register, and will 
also be announced within the State. 

TENNESSEE 

The State of Tennessee did not submit 
any material to EPA which identifies 
AQMAs. Therefore, EPA has prepared a 
report in which four areas in the State— 
Chattanooga, Kingsport-Bristol, Mem¬ 
phis, and Nashville—are identified as 
having the potential for violation of na¬ 
tional ambient air quality standards for 
particulate matter within 10 years. A 
public hearing on this material was held 
in Nashville on May 3, 1974. The Ad¬ 
ministrator is proposing to designate 
these areas as AQMAs. 

The designation material on which 
this proposal is based is available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Tennessee Department of Public Health, 
Division of Air Pollution Control, C2-212 
Cordell Hull Building. Nashville, Ten¬ 
nessee 37219. and at the office of the U.S. 
EPA Region IV. 

Information as to other locations 
where the designation material may be 
reviewed is available from both of the 
above offices. 

" TEXAS 

The State of Texas submitted a list 
of designations of air quality mainte¬ 


nance areas on May 30, 1974, following 
public hearings. A total of five areas 
were designated, four of these for the 
pollutant of particulate matter and one 
area for the pollutants of particulate 
matter and sulfur dioxide. The State 
did not make any designations for photo¬ 
chemical oxidants, pointing out that the 
criteria utilized for designation, namely 
transportation control plans, are pres¬ 
ently involved in litigation between the 
State and the EPA. 

EPA has reviewed the submittal of 
Texas and made an analysis based on the 
guidelines. As a result, additional areas 
are being proposed for designation, two 
areas listed by the State are being com¬ 
bined, and the pollutant of photo¬ 
chemical oxidants is being added to areas 
designated for other pollutants. 

The El Paso, San Antonio, and Austin 
Aii* Quality Maintenance Areas are be¬ 
ing proposed for the pollutant of photo¬ 
chemical oxidants since transportation 
control plans have been promulgated by 
EPA for these areas. In addition, the pol¬ 
lutant of sulfur dioxide is being listed 
for El Paso because a large nonferrous 
smelter is located in the area and stand¬ 
ards for sulfur dioxide have been ex¬ 
ceeded in the past. 

The pollutant of photochemical oxi¬ 
dants is being added to the designation 
of the Corpus Christl, Beaumont, and 
Dallas-Fort Worth Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Areas. In the Corpus Christi area, 
a control strategy for oxidants has 
previously been promulgated by EPA. 
The Beaumont area is being proposed for 
oxidants on the basis that oxidant con¬ 
centrations have exceeded standards 
and that a control strategy is expected 
to be proposed. The Dallas-Fort Worth 
area has had transportation controls 
imposed on it. 

Because sulfur dioxide emissions in the 
Houston area are several times those in 
the Galveston area, and because these 
emissions are believed to be a factor in 
the designation of the Galveston area as 
an air quality maintenance area by the 
State, the areas of Houston and Galves¬ 
ton are being combined in the proposed 
designations herein. Further, the 
Houston-Galveston Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area is being listed also for the 
pollutant of photochemical oxidants, 
since transportation control plans have 
been promulgated by EPA for both the 
Houston and Galveston areas. 

Rationale and background material 
supporting the designations are avail¬ 
able in the Air Program Branch of the 
U.S. EPA Region VI, and the Texas Air 
Control Board, 8520 Shoal Creek Boule¬ 
vard, Austin, Texas 78758. 

UTAH 

In March, 1974, the State of Utah 
submitted its preliminary recommenda¬ 
tions for designation of AQMAs to the 
EPA. The State used the back-up method 
outlined in “Guidelines for Designation 
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas/’ in 
its designation calculations. 

The state has proposed to designate 
the Salt Lake City SMSA and the Provo 
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SMSA as AQMAs for particulate mat¬ 
ter and nitrogen dioxide. However, since 
the State will not be able to conduct 
public hearings on its proposal until 
July, EPA is disapproving the State’s 
maintenance plan until the public hear¬ 
ings are conducted and the final desig¬ 
nations are submitted to the Adminis-c 
trator. 

While agreeing with the State s selec¬ 
tion of AQMAs, EPA has determined that 
the Salt Lake City SMSA should also be 
designated as an AQMA for sulfur 
dioxide, since the national standards are 
frequently exceeded at Magna, Utah, and 
there are presently no State or Federal 
regulations applicable to the copper 
smelter in the area to assure attainment 
of the standards. In addition, EPA is 
proposing to designated Uintah and 
Duchesne Counties as an AQMA since 
they contain oil shale deposits which 
have potential for development within 
the next ten years. Garfield, Wayne, 
Emery, and Carbon Counties are also 
proposed for designation due to their po¬ 
tential for coal and energy development. 

Additional information relative to this 
proposal is available for inspection at 
the Bureau of Environmental Health, 
Utah State Department of Social Serv¬ 
ices, 44 Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84113, in addition to the Region 
Vin headquarters office. 

VERMONT 

The State of Vermont did not submit 
any material to EPA which identifies 
AQMAs. The EPA document, “Guide¬ 
lines for Designation of Air Quality 
Maintenance Areas,” however, required 
that States consider, as a minimum, the 
SMSAs within their jurisdiction. Since 
the State of Vermont does not contain 
any SMSAs, the Administrator is not 
proposing to identify any areas pursuant 
to §51.12, paragraphs (e) and (f), of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of national ambient air quality 
standards within 10 years. 

VIRGINIA 

On May 7, 1974, the Administrator 
received from the Governor of Virginia, 
proposed AQMA designations for the 
State of Virginia. Public hearings had 
been held on this submittal on April 16, 
April 17, April 18 and April 19. 1974. 
After preliminary review of the State’s 
submittal and the Administrator’s own 
preliminary evaluation of the present air 
quality and expected future growth in 
the State, it is the Administrator’s pro¬ 
posal to approve the State’s submittal 
which indicates that seven areas in the 
State of Virginia have the potential for 
violation of one or more national ambi¬ 
ent air standards within 10 years. The 
State submittal on which this proposal 
was based is available for public inspec¬ 
tion during normal business hours at 
the offices of U.S. EPA, Region III and 
at the offices of the Virginia State Air 
Pollution Control Board, Room 1106, 
Ninth Street Office Building, Richmond, 
Virginia 23219. 


WASHINGTON 

The State held a public hearing on 
AQMA designation May 29, 1974, in 
Lacey, Washington. The State’s recom¬ 
mendations were submitted to EPA on 
May 31, 1974. EPA has made a prelim¬ 
inary substantive review of the sub¬ 
mittal, but wall withhold its final recom¬ 
mendation until after the close of the 
federal public comment period. 

The State of Washington recommends 
that the Washington portions of the fol¬ 
lowing Standard Metropolitan Statisti¬ 
cal Areas in Washington be-designated as 
AQMAs: 

1. Seattle-Everett and Tacoma, Wash¬ 
ington (Washington State Department of 
Highways Seattle-Tacoma Urban Area). 

2. Spokane, Washington (Spokane 
Regional Planning Conference Study 
Area). 

3. Portland, Oregon - Vancouver, 
Washington (Columbia Region Associa¬ 
tion of Governments 1970 Portland- 
Vancouver Metropolitan Transportation 
Study Area). 

Copies of the May 31, 1974. submittal 
by the State of Washington will be avail¬ 
able for inspection during normal busi¬ 
ness hours at the Washington Depart¬ 
ment of Ecology Headquarters Office, St. 
Martin’s College, Olympia. Washington 
98501, in addition to the EPA Region X 
headquarters office. Information as to 
other locations in the State for review 
of these materials is available from the 
EPA and Washington State offices refer¬ 
enced above. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

On June 13, 1974, the Administrator 
received from West Virginia AQMA des¬ 
ignation material for the State. A public 
hearing had been held by the State on 
this submittal on April 19, 1974. After 
preliminary review of the State’s sub¬ 
mittal, the Administrator is proposing to 
approve the State’s submittal which in¬ 
dicates that there are no areas within 
the State which have the potential for 
violating a national ambient air quality 
standard within 10 years. The State sub¬ 
mittal upon which this proposal is based 
is available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the offices of 
the U.S. EPA, Region m, and at the 
offices of the West Virginia Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control Commission, 1558 East 
Washington Street, Charleston, West 
Virginia. 

WYOMING 

The State of Wyoming plans to desig¬ 
nate Sweetwater County as an AQMA 
since the State feels this county has the 
potential to exceed the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) within 
the next ten years because of oil shale 
industry development as well as the ex¬ 
pansion of existing trona plants and the 
probability of the development of new 
plants. 

The State of Wyoming issued a hear¬ 
ing notice on May 6, 1974, and the hear¬ 
ing was held on June 6, 1974. The hear¬ 
ing, unfortunately was held too late to 


allow Wyoming to submit their designa¬ 
tions prior to the date of this notice. The 
Administrator is, however, proposing to 
designate Sweetwater County for the 
same reasons as have been advanced by 
the State. 

In addition, the Administrator is pro¬ 
posing, because of existing coal deposits 
which have potential for development in 
the near future, to designate the coun¬ 
ties of Campbell, Johnson, Sheridan, and 
Converse as an AQMA. This action is 
premised upon information available to 
EPA from various technical reports for 
the subject area. As soon as Wyoming 
formally submits its designations, the 
Administrator will conduct his review 
and announce final approval/disapproval 
of the State AQMA designations in Au¬ 
gust, 1974. Additional material relative 
to this proposal is available for inspec¬ 
tion at the Department of Environmental 
Quality, Wyoming Department of Health 
and Social Services, State Office Build¬ 
ing, Cheyenne, Wyoming 82001, in addi¬ 
tion to the Region VIII headquarters 
office. 

GUAM 

Guam did not submit any AQMA desig¬ 
nations. Pursuant to the policy stated in 
the “Guidelines for Designation of Air 
Quality Maintenance Areas,” Guam was 
not required to submit any AQMA desig¬ 
nation because it contained no SMSA’s. 

PUERTO RICO 

On May 5,1974, the Administrator re¬ 
ceived from the Governor of the Com¬ 
monwealth of Puerto Rico proposed 
designations for the Commonwealth. A 
public hearing was held on this sub¬ 
mittal on April 18, 1974. After prelimi¬ 
nary review of the Commonwealth’s sub¬ 
mittal, the Administrator is proposing 
the Commonwealth’s list of four areas as 
having the potential for violation of one 
or more national ambient air quality 
standards within 10 years. The Common¬ 
wealth’s submittal is available for public 
inspection during normal business hours 
at the offices of EPA, Region II. and at 
the offices of the Puerto Rico Environ¬ 
mental Quality Board, Stop 22^, Ponce 
de Leon Avenue, Santurce, Puerto Rico 
00910. 

U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS 

The U.S. Virgin Islands did not sub¬ 
mit any material to EPA which identifies 
AQMAs. The EPA document, “Guidelines 
for Designation of Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Areas,” however, required that 
States consider, as a minimum, the 
SMSAs within their jurisdiction. Since 
the U.S. Virgin Islands does not con¬ 
tain any SMSAs, the Administrator is 
not proposing to identify any areas pur¬ 
suant to § 51.12, paragraphs (e) and (f), 
of this chapter as having the potential 
for violation of national ambient air 
quality standards within 10 years. 

AMERICAN SAMOA 

American Samoa did not submit any 
AQMA designations. Pursuant to the 
policy stated in the “Guidelines for 
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Designation of Air Quality Maintenance 
Areas.” American Samoa was not re¬ 
quired to submit any AQMA designation 
because it contained no SMSAs. 

Availability of State Submittals and 

Technical Support Documentation 

In addition to the locations indicated 
within the individual State discussions. 
State submittals and technical support 
documentation for the proposed list of 
AQMAs will be available for public in¬ 
spection during normal business hours 
at the Freedom of Information Center, 
EPA. Room 329, 401 M Street SW., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20460. and at each of the 
Regional Offices listed below. Each Re¬ 
gional Office will have only the material 
for the States within their respective re¬ 
gions. 


Region Stales Address 


I Connecticut, Moiuo, 2113 John F. Kennedy, 

MdAsadniiwUs, New Federal WIdg.. 

Hampshire. Rhode Boston, Maas. 02303. 

Island, Vermont. 

II New Jersey, New 26 Federal PIa*a, 

York, Puerto Uioo. New York, N.Y. 

Virgin Islands. 10007. 

III Delaware, District of Curtis Bldg., Ctii 

CoJtnnbia, and Wahmt 8ts.. 

Maryland. Phitodcl|ihio, Pa. 

PeuusyJ vania, lyioo. 

Virginia, West 
Virginia. 

IV Alabama. Florida. 1424 Peachtree St. 

Georgia, Kentucky, NE.. Atlanta, tlo. 

Mississippi, North 3034R 

Carolina, South 
CaroUna, Tennessee. 

VI Arkansas, Louisiana, 1600 Patterson St., 

New Mexico. Hint© 11110. Dallas, 

Oklahoma. Teems. Tex. 7&2M. 

VII Iowa, Kansas. I73f> Baltimore Ave. 

Missouri, Nebraska. Kansas CHy. Mo. 

64106. 

Vin Colorado, Montana I860 Lincoln St., 

North Ibikerta, SuHe WO, Denver, 

South Dakota. Colo. 8U3Q3. 

Utah, Wyoming. 

IX American Samoa, 100 California 8t., 

Arixona, California, San Francisco, Calif. 

Guam, Hawaii. Mill. 

Nevada. 

X Alaska, Idaho. 1200 6th Ave.. Seattle, 

Oregon. Wash. 08101 . 

Washington. 


Solicitation of Comments 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rule making by submitting written 
comments, preferably in triplicate, to the 
appropriate EPA Regional Office, di¬ 
rected to the persons listed below. All 
comments received on or before Au¬ 
gust 9,1974 will be considered. 

Region: Person to whom comments should 

be directed 

I Chief, Air Branch 

II Director. Environmental Programs 
Division 

in Director, Air and Water Programs 
Division 

IV Louis Nagler. Air Programs Office 
VI Chief, Air Programs Branch 
VII Chief, Air Support Branch 
VIII John Phil brook, Planning Branch 
IX David Healy, Program Planning 
Branch 

X Richard White, Air Programs Branch 

Receipt of comments will be acknowl¬ 
edged, but the Regional Offices will not 
provide substantive responses to indi¬ 
vidual comments. After the comment pe¬ 
riod, all comments will be available for 


public inspection during normal business 
hours at the appropriate Regional Office 
and at the Freedom of Information Cen¬ 
ter, EPA. Room 329. 401 M Street SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20460. 

(Secs. 110, 301 (a), Clean Air Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1857 C-5. I857g(a) 

Dated: June28,1974. 

John Quarles. 

Acting Administrator. 

It is proposed to amend Part 52 of 
Chapter I, Title 40 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations as follows: 

Subpart B—Alabama 

1. Subpart B is amended by adding 
§ 52.59 as follows: 

§ 52.59 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a> The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
has not yet been able, for administrative 
reasons, officially to adopt and submit a 
designation of the air quality mainte¬ 
nance areas in its territory. Inasmuch as 
the State has prepared a report identi¬ 
fying such areas and has subjected its 
designation to an adequate public hear¬ 
ing, the Administrator’s listing of air 
quality maintenance areas in paragraph 
<b) of this section is based on informa¬ 
tion furnished by the State. 

(b> The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursu¬ 
ant to § 51.12. paragraphs <e> and <fl, of 
tliis chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the 
given jurisdictions or described area in¬ 
cluding the territorial area of all muni¬ 
cipalities (as defined in section 302(f) of 
the Clean Air Act, 42 U. 8 .C. 1857h(f)) 
geographically located within the outer¬ 
most boundaries of the area so delimited. 

( 1 > Birmingham Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —<i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

<ii> Geographical composition of area. 
Jefferson County Walker County 

( 2 ) Gadsden Air Quality Maintenance 

(2) Gadsden Air Quality Area —(i) 
Pollutant for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter. 

(ii> Geographical composition of area. 
Etowah County 

(3) Mobile Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —<i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Mobile County 

Subpart C—Alaska 

2. Subpart C is amended by adding 
S 52.95 as follows: 

§ 52.95 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
did not identify areas of the State which 
have the potential for violation of air 
quality standards within 10 years and 


did not provide a justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b) Pursuant to the requirements of 
§51.12 (e) and (f>. the Administrator 
lias determined that there are no areas 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified ambient air quality standards 
'within 10 years. 

Subpart D—Arizona 

3. In § 52.120, paragraph (c) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 52.120 Identification of plan. 


<c> Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) March 1 . March 2, and May 38, 
1972, by the Arizona State Board of 
Health: 

( 2 ) April 11 , May 10, September 11 , 
21 , and October 2 . 1973. and April 17 
1974. 

4. Subpart D is amended by adding 
§ 52.143 as follows: 

§ 52.14.1 Maintenance of national stand¬ 

ards. 

(a) The area listed below which was 
identified by the State of Arizona is here¬ 
by identified by the Administrator pur¬ 
suant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. The identified area 
consists of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area includ¬ 
ing the territorial area of all municipal¬ 
ities (as defined in section 302(f) of the 
Clean Air Act. 42 UB.C. 1857h(fl) geo¬ 
graphically located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited 

(1) Phoenix SMS A—Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area—(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Carbon monoxide 
and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Maricopa County 

Subpart E—Arkansas 

5. Subpart E is amended by adding 
§ 52.174 as follows: 

§ 52.174 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
either did not identify areas of the State 
Which have the potential for violation of 
air quality standards within 10 years or 
did not provide justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b) Tlie areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to §51.12 (e) and (D, of this chapter 
as having the potential for violation of 
the specified air quality standards within 
10 years. The identified areas consist of 
the territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 
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( 1 ) Little Rock Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified . Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Pulaski County Saline County 

(2) Fort Smith Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Crawford County Sebastian County 

Subpart F—California 

6 . In § 52.220. paragraph (c) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 52.220 Identification of plan. 

# • • • • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

( 1 ) April 3, 10, 19, 21. 26, May 5, and 
July 19, 1972, and June 13, 1974, by the 
California Air Resources Board. 

(2) June 30, 1972. 

7. Subpart F is amended by adding 
§ 52.267 as follows: 

§ 52.267 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pur¬ 
suant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographic¬ 
ally located within the outermost bound¬ 
aries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Monterey County Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Photochemi¬ 
cal oxidants. 

(2) Geographical composition of area. 
Monterey County 

(2) Sacramento Valley Area Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area— (i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Carbon 
monoxide and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographic composition of area. 

Sacramento County Valley portion of 
Yolo County Placer County 

(3) San Diego Air Basin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area— (i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter, carbon monoxide, and photo¬ 
chemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
San Diego County 

(4) San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin 
Air Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pol¬ 
lutants for which the area is identified . 
Particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Alameda County San Mateo County 

Contra Costa County Santa Clara County 
Napa County Solano County 

San Francisco County Sonoma County 

(5) San Joaquin Valley Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants for 


which the area is identified. Carbon 
monoxide and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Fresno County San Joaquin County 

Kern County Stanislaus County 

(6) South Coast Air Basin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter, sulfur dioxide, carbon monoxide, 
photochemical oxidants, and nitrogen 
dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Los Angeles County San Bernardino 
Orange County County 

Riverside County Santa Barbara County 
Ventura County 

(7) Southeast Desert Air Basin Air 
Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant 
for which the area is identified. Photo¬ 
chemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Cochella Valley portion of Riverside Valley 

Subpart G—Colorado 

8 . Section 52.320 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.320 Identification of plan. 

* • • • ♦ 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

-61) February 14. and March 20, 1972; 

(2) May 1, 1972, by the Colorado Air 
Pollution Control Commission; 

(3) May 1, 1972, by the Colorado Air 
Pollution Control Division; 

(4) June 4, 1973, and July 16, 1973, 
and 

(5) June 7,1974. 

9. Subpart G is amended by adding 
§ 52.341 as follows: 

§ 32.341 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Colorado are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. The identified areas 
consist of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857(f)) geograph¬ 
ically located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) State Planning and Management 
District 2 Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, carbon 
monoxide, and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Larimer County and Weld County. 

(2) State Planning and Management 
District 3 Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, carbon 
monoxide, photochemical oxidants, and 
nitrogen dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Adams County. Arapahoe County, 
Boulder County, Clear Creek County, 
Denver County, Douglas County, Gilpin 
County, and Jefferson County. 


(3) State Planning and Management 

District 4 Air Quality Maintenance 

Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and car¬ 
bon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
El Paso County. 

(4) State Planning and Management 

District 7 Air Quality Maintenance 

Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and car¬ 
bon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical coinposition of area. 
Pueblo County. 

(5) State Planning and Management 

District 11 Air Quality Maintenance 

Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, carbon 
monoxide and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Garfield County, Mesa County, and Rio 
Blanco County. 

Subpart H—Connecticut 

10. In § 52.370, paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 52.370 Identification of plan. 

* ♦ • * • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) March 21, April 6 , and August 10, 
1972 and January 9, 1974, by the Con¬ 
necticut Department of Environmental 
Protection. 

(2) April 15,1974. 

11. Subpart H is amended by adding 
§ 52.379 as follows: 

§ 52.379 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a) The area listed below which was 
identified by the State of Connecticut is 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lations of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. The identified area 
consists of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) The Connecticut Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Sulfur oxides, par¬ 
ticulate matter, carbon monoxide and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
The total Connecticut portions of the 
New York-New Jersey-Connecticut, and 
Hartford-New Haven-Springfield Inter¬ 
state Air Quality Control Regions. 

Subpart I—Delaware 

12. Subpart I is amended by adding 
§ 52.431 as follows: 

§ 52.431 Maintenance of national ntancl- 
ards* 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
either did not identify areas of the State 
which have the potential for violation of 
air quality standards within 10 years or 
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did not provide a justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b) Based upon information available 
to him, the Administrator does not iden¬ 
tify any areas pursuant to 5 51.12 (e) and 
(f), of this chapter as having the poten¬ 
tial for violation of national ambient 
air quality standards within 10 years. 

Subpart J—District of Columbia 

13. Subpart J is amended by adding 
§ 52.497 as follows: 

§ 52.497 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ard#. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) 
and § 51.5 of this chapter are not proce- 
durally met since the District did not 
identify areas of the District which have 
the potential for violation of air quality 
standards within 10 years or did not pro¬ 
vide a justification that there are no such 
areas in the District and submit such 
identification by the Mayor of Washing¬ 
ton or his designee. 

(b) The area listed below is hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f) , of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified ai rquality standards within 10 
years. The identified area consists of the 
territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act. 42 
U. 8 .C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) National Capital (District of Co¬ 
lumbia portion) Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —<i> Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, sulfur 
dioxide, and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii> Geographical composition of area. 
District of Columbia. 

Subpart K—Florida 

14. In § 52.520. paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follow’s: 

§ 52.520 Identification of plan. 

+ • » t • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on : 

(1) April 10 and May 5,1972; 

( 2 ) June 1, August 6 , and September 
25.1973; and 

(3) May 30. 1974, by the Florida De¬ 
partment of Pollution Control. 

15. Subpart K is amended by adding 
§ 52.529 as follows: 

§ 52.529 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards. 

(a) The areas listed below which w r ere 
identified by the State of Florida are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having potential for violation 
of the specified air quality standards 
within 10 years. The identified areas con¬ 
sist of the territorial area encompassed 
by the boundaries of the given jurisdic¬ 
tions or described area including the ter¬ 
ritorial area of all municipalities (as de¬ 
fined in section 302(f) of the Clean Air 


Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically 
located within the outermost bound¬ 
aries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood Air 
Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pollut¬ 
ants for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Broward County. 

( 2 ) Gainesville Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Alachua County. 

(3) Jacksonville Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 
and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of the 
area. Duval County. 

(4) Lakeland- Winter Haven Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area— (i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified . Particulate 
matter and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Polk County. 

(5) Melbourne-Titus ville-Cocoa Air 
Quality Maintenance Area— (i) Pollu¬ 
tant for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Brevard County. 

( 6 ) Miami Air Quality Maintenance 
A f ea —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and sul¬ 
fur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Dade County. 

(7) Orlando Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Orange County Seminole County 

(8) Pensacola Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Escambia County Santa Rosa County 

(9) Tallahassee Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Ueon County 

(10) Tampa-St. Petersburg Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants 
for which the area is identified. Partic¬ 
ulate matter, sulfur dioxide, and photo¬ 
chemical oxidants. 

(11) Geographical composition of area. 
Hillsborough County Pinellas County 

Subpart L—Georgia 

16. In 5 52.570(c), subparagraph (4) 
is added as follows; 

§ 52.570 Identification of plan. 

• • • • • 

(C) • • • 

(4) May 17, 1974, by the Director, of 
the Environmental Protection Division 
of the Georgia Department of Natural 
Resources. 

17. Subpart L is amended by adding 
5 52.580 as follows: 


§ 52.580 Maintenance of national stand- 
ards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Georgia are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to § 51.12 <e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. The identified areas 
consist of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area, includ¬ 
ing the territorial area of all municipali¬ 
ties (as defined in section 302(f) of the 
Clean Air Act. 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geo¬ 
graphically located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

( 1 ) Atlanta Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) PoUutant for which Vie area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area: 

Clayton County Fulton County 

Cobb County Gwinnett County 

Dekalb County 

( 2 ) Savannah-Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area: 
Chatham County 

(b) In addition to the above area, the 
Administrator hereby identifies the fol¬ 
lowing area as having the potential for 
violation of the specified area quality 
standard within 10 years. 

(1) Chattanooga-Interstate Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area . (Georgia por¬ 
tion)— (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area: 
Catoosa County Walker County 

Subpart M—Hawaii 

18. Subpart M is amended by adding 
§ 52.631 as follows: 

§ 52.631 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ard#. 

(a) The requirements of 5 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
did not either identify areas of the State 
which have the potential for violation 
of air quality standards within 10 years 
or provide a justification showing that 
there are no such areas in the State. 

(b) The area listed below is hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to 5 51.12 (e) and (f), of tills chapter 
as Iiaving the potential for violation 
of the specified air quality standard 
within 10 years. The identified area con¬ 
sists of the territorial area encompassed 
by the boundaries of the given jurisdic¬ 
tion or described area including the ter¬ 
ritorial area of the municipalities (as 
defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Honolulu SMS A-Air Quality 
Maintenance Area. —( 1 ) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
City and County of Honolulu. 
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Subpart N—Idaho 

19 Section 52.670 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.670 Identification of plan. 

. ’ • • • * 

ic) Supplemental information was 

submitted on: , 

( 1 ) February 23, April 12. and May 26, 
1972. by the Idaho Air Pollution Control 
Commission, and 

t2) March 2, May 5, and June 9, 1972, 
and February 15, July 23, October 16, 
1973 and July 11, 1974. 

20. Subpart N is amended by adding 
§ 52.682 as follows: 

§ 52.682 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ards* 

Based upon information submitted by 
the State of Idaho, the Administrator 
does not identify any areas pursuant to 
5 51.12 (e) and (f). of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of na¬ 
tional ambient air quality standards 
within 10 years. 

Subpart Q—Iowa 

21. In § 52.820, paragraph (c) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 52.820 Identification of plan. 

, * * * ♦ 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) February 2 and March 2, 1972, by 
the Iowa Department of Health. 

(2) May 4, 1972: and 

(3) May 16, 1974, by the Iowa De¬ 
partment of Environmental Quality. 

22. Subpart Q is amended by adding 
5 52.832 as follows: 

§ 52.832 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ard#. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Iowa are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pur¬ 
suant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within ten years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the 
given jurisdiction or described area in¬ 
cluding the territorial area of all munici¬ 
palities (as defined in section 302(f) of 
the Clean Air Act. 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)> 
geographically located within the outer¬ 
most boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Cedar Rapids Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area .—(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

<ii> Geographical composition of area . 
Linn County. 

(2) Council Bluffs Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 

lii) Geographical composition of area . 
Pottawattamie County. 

(3) Davenport Air Quality Mainte- 
nance Area —(i> Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Scott County. 

(4) Des Moines Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 


the area is identified. Carbon monoxide 
and particulate matter. 

(il) Geographical composition of area. 
Polk County. 

(5) Dubuque Air Quality Maintenance 
Area— (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Dubuque County. 

( 6 ) Waterloo Air Quality Maintenance 
Area — (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Black Hawk County. 

Subpart R—Kansas 

23. In § 52.870. paragraph (c> is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 52.870 Identification of plan. 

• • • • • 

<c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

<1> March 24 and April 6 , 1972, and 
February 15.1973, by the Kansas Depart¬ 
ment of Health; 

(2> April 17 and May 29. 1973: and 
<3) March 26, 1974. 

24. Subpart R is amended by adding 
§ 52.883 as follows: 

§ 52.883 Maintenance of national stand¬ 
ard*. 

<a) Based on information submitted 
by the State of Kansas, the Administra¬ 
tor does not identify any areas pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of na¬ 
tional ambient air quality standards 
within ten years. 

Subpart S—Kentucky 

25. Subpart S is amended by adding 
§ 52.929 as follows: 

§ 52.929 Maintenance of national *land- 
ard*. 

<a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
has not yet been able, for administrative 
reasons, officially to adopt and submit a 
designation of the air maintenance area 
in its territory. Inasmuch as the State 
prepared a report identifying such an 
area and subjected its designation to an 
adequate public hearing, the Administra¬ 
tor's listing of an air quality mainte¬ 
nance area in paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion is based on information furnished by 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky. 

ib) The area listed below is hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f>, of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards within 
10 years. The identified area consists of 
the territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f) ) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Louisville Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area— (i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Sulfur dioxide. 


di) Geographical cornposition of area . 
Jefferson County. 

Subpart T—Louisiana 

26. Subpart T is amended by adding 
§ 52.982 as follows: 

§ 52.982 Maintenance of national fttand* 
artl*. 

<a» The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
either did not identify areas of the State 
which have the potential for violation 
of an air quality standards within 10 
years, or did not provide a justification 
that there are no such areas in the State. 

ib> The areas listed below' are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter 
as having the potential for violation of 
the specified air quality standards within 
10 years. The identified areas consist of 
the territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Baton Rouge Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Photochemical 
oxidants. 

iii) Geographical composition of area. 
East Baton Rouge Parish. 

(2) New Orleans Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area— (i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Photochemical 
oxidants. 

Hi) Geographical composition of area. 

Jefferson Parish St. Bernard Parish 

Orleans Parish St. Tammany Parish 

i3) Shreveport Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —<i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified . Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Bossier Parish Caddo Parish 

Subpart U—Maine 

27. Subpart U is amended by adding 
§ 52.1028 as follows: 

§ 52.1028 Maii»lt*inuv.ce of national 
standard#. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
either did not identify areas of the State 
w T hich have the potential for violation of 
air quality standards within 10 years or 
did not provide a justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b) Based upon information available 
to him and in accordance with the EPA 
publication, “Guidelines for Designation 
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas," the 
Administrator does not identify any 
areas pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of 
tills chapter as having the potential for 
violation of national air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. 

Subpart V—Maryland 

28. Subpart V is amended by adding 
§ 52.1115 as follows: 
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§ 52.1115 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
either did not identify areas of the State 
which have the potential of violation of 
air quality standards within 10 years or 
did not provide a justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b> The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards within 10 
years. The identified areas consist of the 
territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Baltimore Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which the 
areas is identified. Particulate matter, 
sulfur dioxide, photochemical oxidants, 
and nitrogen dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 

Anne Arundel Harford County 

County Howard County 

Baltimore County Baltimore City 

Carroll County 

(2) National Capital (Maryland por¬ 
tion) Air Quality Maintenance Area — 

(i) Pollutants for which the area is iden¬ 
tified. Particulate matter, photochemical 
oxidants, and nitrogen dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Montgomery County Prince Georges 

County 

(3) Potomac River Basin ( Maryland 
portion) Air Quality Maintenance Area — 
(i) Pollutant for which the area is iden¬ 
tified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Allegany County Cumberland City 

Garrett County Hagerstown City 

Subpart W—Massachusetts 

29. In §52.1120, paragraph (c)(3) is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1120 Identification of plan. 

• • • • * 

(c) • * • 

(3) August 28, 1972, and May 21, 1974. 

30. Subpart W is amended by adding 
§ 52.1157 as follows: 

§ 52.1157 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Massachusetts 
are hereby identified by the Administra¬ 
tor pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 203(f) of the Clean 
Air Act 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 


(1) Boston Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, sulfur 
oxides, and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Suffolk County. The cities of Boston. Chel¬ 
sea. and Revere; the town of Winthrop. 

Essex County. The cities of Beverly, Lynn, 
Peabody and Salem; the towns of Boxford, 
Danvers, Hamilton, Lynnfield. Manchester. 
Marblehead, Middleton, Nahant, Saugus. 
Swampscott, Topsfleld, and Wenham; Mid¬ 
dlesex County: the cities of Cambridge, Ev¬ 
erett, Malden, Medford, Melrose, Newton, 
Somerville. Waltham, and Woburn; the towns 
of Action, Ashland, Bedford, Belmont, Box- 
borough, Carlisle, Concord, Framingham, 
Hollis ton, Lexington, Lincoln, Natick, North 
Reading, Sherbon, Stoneham, Sudbury, 
Wakefield, Watertown, Way land. Weston, Wil¬ 
mington, and Winchester; Norfolk County: 
the city of Quincy and the towns of Belling¬ 
ham, Braintree, Brookline. Canton, Cohasset, 
Dedham. Dover. Foxborough, Franklin, Hol¬ 
brook, Medfleld, Medway. Millis, Milton, 
Needham. Norfolk. Norwood, Randolph, 
Shron, Stoughton, Walpole, Wellesly, West- 
wood, Weymouth, and Wrentham; Plymouth 
County: the towns of Abington, Duxbury, 
Hanover. Hanson, Hingham, Hull, Kingston, 
Marshfield. Norwell, Pembroke, Rockland, and 
Scitiuate. 

(2) Springfield Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(1) Pollutants for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Hampden County. The cities of Chicopee, 
Holyoke. Springfield, and Westfield, the towns 
of Agawam, East Longmeadow. Hampden, 
Longmeadow, Ludlow, Monson, Palmer, West 
Springfield, and Wilbraham; 

Hampshire County. The city of Northamp¬ 
ton and the towns of Belchertown, East- 
hampton, Granby, Hadley. Hatfield. South¬ 
ampton, South Hadley, and Williamsburg. 

(3) Worcester Aid Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Worcester County. The city of Auburn and 
the towns of Berlin. Boylston, Brookfield, 
Charton, East Bookfield. Grafton, Holden, 
Leicester, Mlllbury, Northborough, North- 
bridge, North Brookfield, Oxford, Paxton. 
Shrewsbury, Spencer, Sterling, Sutton, Up¬ 
ton, Uxbridge, Webster, West Boylston, West- 
boro, and Worcester. 

(4) Lawrence-Haverhill Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Essex County. The cities of Havenhill and 
Lawrence: the towns of Amesbury, Andover, 
Georgetown, Groveland, Merrimac. Methuen, 
North Andover, Salisbury, and West New¬ 
bury. 

Subpart Z—Mississippi 

31. In §52.1270, paragraph (c)(2) is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1270 Identification of plun. 

* • * * • 

(c) • • • 

(2) May 17, 1972, and March 14, 1974. 

32. Subpart Z is amended by adding 
§ 52.1279 as follows: 


§ 52.1279 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) Based upon information submitted 
by the State of Mississippi, the Admin¬ 
istrator does not identify any areas pur¬ 
suant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chap¬ 
ter as having the potential for violation 
of national ambient air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. 

Subpart AA—Missouri 

33. In §52.1320. paragraph (c) Is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1320 Identification of plan. 

• • • * * 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) February 28. March 27, May 2, 
May 11 , and July 12, 1972; May 11 , 21 
and 24, 1973; and May 6 , 1974, by the 
Missouri Air Conservation Commission 

( 2 ) August 8 , 1972. 

34. Subpart AA is amended by adding 
§ 52.1338 as follows: 

§ 52.1338 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The area listed below which was 
identified by the State of Missouri is 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f) of this 
chapter, as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within ten years. The identified area 
consists of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdiction or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act. 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)), geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) St. Loltis Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and pho¬ 
tochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Franklin County St. Louis County 

Jefferson County st. Louis City 

St. Charles County 

Subpart BB—Montana 

35. Section 52.1370 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.1370 Identification of plan. 

* • • * * 

<c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) May 10, and June 26, 1972, and 

(2) June 4, 1974. by the Montana 
State Department of Health and Envi¬ 
ronmental Sciences. 

36. Subpart BB is amended by adding 
§ 52.1377 as follows: 

§ 52.1377 Maintenance of national 
standard*. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Montana are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. The identified areas 
consist of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
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the territorial area of all municipalities 
ins defined in section 302(f) of the 
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geo¬ 
graphically located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

( 1 ) Billings Air Quality Maintenance 

Area _(i) pollutants for which the area 

is identified. Particulate matter, sulfur 
dioxide, and carbon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
The following townships located in Car¬ 
bon County, Stillwater County, and Yel¬ 
lowstone County: T.2S, R.23E.; T.2S., 
R24E.; T.1S., R.24E.; T.2S.. R.25E.; 

T IS R.25E.; T.1N., R.25E.: T.1S„ 

R26E.: T.1N., R.26E.; T.2N.. R.26E.; 
T.1N., R.27E.; T.2N., R.27E.; T.2N., 

R.28E. 

(2) Great Falls Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area— (i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter, 
sulfur dioxide, and carbon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
The following townships located in Cas¬ 
cade County: T.20N., R.3E.; T.20N„ 
R.4E.; T.21N., R.3E.; T.21N.,R.4E. 

(3) Butte Air Quality Maintenance 
Area— (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
The following townships located in Jef¬ 
ferson County and Silver Bow County: 
T.3N., R.7W.; T.3N., R. 8 W.; T.3N., 
R.9W.; T.2N., R.7W.; T.2N., R. 8 W. 

( 4 ) Anaconda Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter and 
sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
The following townships located in Deer 
Lodge County, Powell County, and Sil¬ 
ver Bow County: T.4N., R.9W.; T.4N. f 
R.10W.; T.4N., R.11W.; T.5N., R.9W.; 
T.5N., R.10W.; T.5N., R.11W.; T. 6 N., 
R.9W.; T. 6 N., R.10W.; T.7N., R.9W., 
T.7N., R.10W.; T. 8 N., R.9W.; T. 8 N., 

R.10W. 

(5) Helena Air Quality Maintenance 
Area—(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and sul¬ 
fur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
the following townships located in Jef¬ 
ferson County and Lewis and Clark 
County: T.9N., R.2W.; T.9N., R.3W.; 
T.9N., R.4W.; T.10N., R.2W.; T.10N., 
R.3W.; T.10N., R.4W.; T.11N., R.2W.; 
T.11N.. R.3W.; T.11N.. R.4W. 

( 6 ) Kalispell Air Quality Maintenance 
Area—( i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
The following townships located in Flat- 
head County: T.28N., R.20W.; T.28N., 
R.21W.; T.28N., R.22W.; T.29N., R.20W.; 
T.29N., R.21W.; T.29N., R.22W.; T.30N., 
R.20W.; T.30N., R.21W.; T.30N., R.22W.; 
T.31N.. R.20W.; T.31N., R.21W.; T.31N., 
R.22W. 

(7) Missoula Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, sulfur 
dioxide, and carbon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
The following townships located in Mis¬ 
soula County: T.12N., R.18W.; T.12N., 
R.19W.; T.12N., R.20W.; T.13N., R.18W.; 
T.13N., R.19W.; T.13N., R.20W.; T.14N., 


R.18W.; T.14N., R.19W.I T.14N., R.20W^ 
T.14N., R.21W. 

(8) Coal Area Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter and 
sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Bighorn County, Powder River County, 
and Rosebud County. 

Subpart CC—Nebraska 

37. In § 52.1420 paragraph <c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1420 Identification of plan. 

• • • • • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) February 16, April 25, June 9, Sep¬ 
tember 26, September 27, and October 2, 
1972, by the Nebraska Department of En¬ 
vironmental Control; 

(2) January 24, June 9, and June 29, 
1972; and 

(3) May 9,1974. 

38. Subpart CC is amended by adding 
§ 52.1435 as follows: 

§ 52.1435 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) Based upon information sub¬ 
mitted by the State of Nebraska, the Ad¬ 
ministrator does not identify any areas 
pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vi¬ 
olation of national ambient air quality 
standards within ten years. 

Subpart DD—Nevada 

39. Subpart DD is amended by adding 
§ 52.1483 as follows: 

§ 52.1483 Maintenance of national 
standard*. 

(a) The requirements of I 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
did not either identify areas of the State 
which have the potential for violation of 
air quality standards within 10 years or 
provide a justification showing that 
there are no such areas in the State. 

(b) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards with 10 
years. The identified areas consist of the 
territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Las Vegas Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(1) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter, carbon 
monoxide, photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Clark County. 

Subpart EE—New Hampshire 

40. In § 52.1520, paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1320 Identification of plan. 

• • • • ■ 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 


(1) February 23, Bylarch 23. and August 
8,1972, and on February 14, April 3. May 
17, and December 13, 1973, by the New 
Hampshire Air Pollution Control Agency. 

(2) May 20,1974. 

41. Subpart EE is amended by adding 
§ 52.1528 as follows: 

§ 52.1528 Maintenance of national 

standards. 

(a) Based upon information sub¬ 
mitted by the State of New Hampshire, 
the Administrator does not identify any 
areas pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of national ambient air quality 
standards within 10 years. 

Subpart FF— New Jersey 

42. Subpart FF is amended by adding 
§ 52.1602 as follows: 

§ 52.1602 Maintenance of national 

standard*. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.14 and 
§ 51.12(e) of this chapter are not met 
since the State did not conduct an ade¬ 
quate public hearing on the identifica¬ 
tion of areas which have the potential 
for violation of an air quality standard 
within 10 years. 

(b) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursu¬ 
ant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter 
as having the potential for violation of 
the specified air quality standards within 
10 years. The identified areas consist of 
the territorial area encompased by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Allentown - Bethlehem - Easton, 
Pennsylvania-New Jersey Air Quality 
Maintenance Area (New Jersey Por¬ 
tion )— (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of 
area. Warren County. 

(2) Jersey City Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area— <i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 
and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of 
area. Hudson County. 

(3) Long Branch-Asbury Park Air 
Quality Maintenance Area—( i) Pollut¬ 
ant for which the area is ideyitified. Par¬ 
ticulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Monmouth County. 

(4) New Brunswick-Perth Amboy - 
Sayreville Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Middlesex County. 

(5) Newark Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area, 
Essex County Union County 
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< 6 ) Morris Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area is 
identified . Photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Morris County. 

<7) Bergen Air Quality Maintenance 
Area — <i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Bergen County. 

( 8 ) Passaic Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Passaic County. 

(9) Philadelphia , Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey Air Quality Maintenance Area 
(New Jersey Portion)—(l) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Photochem¬ 
ical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Burlington County Gloucester County 
Camden County 

( 10 ) Trenton Air Quality Maintenance 
Area — ( 1 ) Pollutant for which the area is 
identified.. Photochemical oxidants. 

(U) Geographical composition of area. 
Mercer County. 

(11) Salem Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area is 
identified. Photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Salem County. 

Subpart GG—New Mexico 

43. Subpart GG is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.1629 as follows: 

§ 52.1629 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of §51.4 and 
§ 51.12(e) of this chapter are not met 
since the State did not conduct an ade¬ 
quate public hearing on the identifica¬ 
tion of areas which have the potential 
for violation of an air quality standard 
within 10 years and submit such identi¬ 
fication by the Governor of New Mexico 
or his designee. 

(b> The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards within 10 
years. The identified areas consist of the 
territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given- jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act. 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outennost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Albuquerque Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Carbon monoxide, 
particulate matter, and photochemical 
oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical compost 4 'w of area. 
Bernalillo County. 

(2) Four Corners Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Carbon monoxide 
and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
San Juan County. 


(3) Grant County Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Grant County. 

(4) Las Cruces Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Carbon monoxide 
and particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Dona Ana County. 

(5) Roswell Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Carbon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Chaves County. 

( 6 ) Santa Fe Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified: Particulate matter and 
carbon monoxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Santa Fe County. 

Subpart HH—New York 

44. In § 52.1670, paragraph (c) is 
amended by revising subparagraph (3) as 


follows: 


§ 52.1670 Identification of plan. 

• . • • « * 

(C) * • • 

(3) October 26, and November 27,1973, 
and April 29.1974. 

45. Subpart HH is amended by adding 
§ 52.1688 as follows: 

§ 52.1688 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of New York are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the 
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geo¬ 
graphically located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Binghamton Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area. —(i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Broome County (part) 

Binghamton City 

Town of Vestal 

Town of Binghamtoi Binghamton 

Town of Conklin Town of 

Town of Kirkwood Tioga County 

Town of Fenton (part) 

Town of Chenango 

( 2 ) New York City Metropolitan Air 
Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pollu¬ 
tants for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, nitro¬ 
gen dioxide, carbon monoxide, and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

New York City Suffolk County 

Nassau County Westchester County 

Rockland County 

(3) Niagara Frontier Air Quality 
Maintenance Area—(i) Pollutants for 


which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Erie County Niagara County 

(4) Utica-Rome Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area— (i> Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Herkimer County Town of Trenton 

(part) Town of Deerfield 

Town of Schuyler Town of Marcy 

Town of Frankfort Town of White - 

Oneida County town 

(part) Town of West- 

Utica City moreland 

Rome City Town of New Hart- 

Town of Lee ford 

Town of Floyd Town of Paris 

(5) Elmira-Coming Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified . Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Chemung County (part) 

Elmira City 
Town of Southport 
Town of Ashland 
Town of Elmira 
Town of Horseheads 
Town of Big Flats 
Steuben County (part) 

Corning City 
Town of Corning 
Town of Erwin 

( 6 ) Rochester Air Quality Maintenance 
Area— (i) Pollutant for which the area is 
designated. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Livingston County (part) 

Town of Caledonia 
Town of Avon 
Town of Lima 
Ontario County (part) 

Canandaigua City 
Town of West Bloomfield 
Town of Victor 
Town of East Bloomfield 
Town of Farmington 
Town of Canandaigua 
Monroe County 
Wayne County (part) 

Town of Ontario 
Town of Walworth 
Town of Macedon 

(7) Jamestown Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Chautauqua County (part) 

Jamestown City 
Town of Chautauqua 
Town of North Harmony 
Town of Ellery 
Town of Busti 
Town of Klantone 
Town of Ellicott 
Town of Poland 

(8) Syracuse Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(I) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Onondaga County. 

(9) Capital District Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 
and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Albany County, excluding the following: 

Town of Berne 
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Town of Knox 
Town of Renssolaerville 
Town of Westerlo 
Montgomery County (part) 

Amsterdam City 
Town of Amsterdam 

Rensselaer County, excluding the following: 
Town of Nassau 
Town of Stephentown 
Town of Berlin 
Town of Petersburg 
Town of Grafton 
Town of Pittstown 
Town of Hoosick 
Bara toga County (part) 

Mechanicville City 
Town of Halfmoon 
Town of Waterford 
Town of Clifton Park 

Schenectady County, excluding the follow¬ 
ing: Town of Duanesburg. 

(10) Mid-Hudson Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area—(i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 
<ii) Geographical composition of area . 

Dutchess County, excluding the following: 
Town of Pawling 
Town of Dover 
Town of Union vale 
Town of Amenia 
Town of Washington 
Town of Clinton 
Town of Stanford 
Town of Northeast 
Town of Pine Plains 
Town of Milan 
Orange County 
Putnam County 

Ulster County, excluding the following: 

Town of Woodstock 
Town of Shandaken 
Town of Hardenburgh 
Town of Denning 
Town of Olive 
Town of Rochester 
. Town of Wawarsing 

Subpart II—North Carolina 

46. In § 52.1770, paragraph (c) Is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1770 Identification of plan. 

* » • • • 

(c> Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) May 5 and 9,1972: 

(2) February 13 and 14, March 2, 
April 24, and October 5, 1973; and 

(3) April 1, 1974, by the Air Quality 
Division of the North Carolina Depart¬ 
ment of Natural and Economic 
Resources. 

47. Subpart n is amended by adding 
§ 52.1777 as follows: 

§ 52.1777 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of North Carolina 
are hereby identified by the Administra¬ 
tor pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the 
given jurisdictions or described area in¬ 
cluding the territorial area of all mu¬ 
nicipalities (as defined in section 302(f) 
of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) 


geographically located within the outer¬ 
most boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Asheville Air Quality Maintenance 
Area— (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(il) Geographical composition of the 
area. Buncombe County. 

(2) Charlotte-Gastonia Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —<i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Mecklenburg County Gaston County 

(3) Greensboro Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area— (i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Guilford County. _ „. 

(4) Raleigh- Durham Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Wake County. . 

(5) Winston-Salem Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(!) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Forsyth County. 

Subpart JJ—North Dakota 

48. Section 52.1820 is amended by add¬ 
ing paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.1820 Identification of plan. 

* * * ♦ • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on June 6,1974. 

49. Subpart JJ is amended by adding 
§ 52.1827 as follows: 

§ 52.1827 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of North Dakota 
are hereby identified by the Administra¬ 
tor pursuant to § 51.12, paragraphs (e) 
and (f), of this chapter as having the 
potential for violation of the specified 
air quality standards within 10 years. 
The identified areas consist of the ter¬ 
ritorial area encompassed by the bound¬ 
aries of the given jurisdictions or de¬ 
scribed area including the territorial area 
of all municipalities (as defined in sec¬ 
tion 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 
1857(f)) geographically located within 
the outermost boundaries of the area so 
delimited. 

(1) Cass Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Cass County. 

(2) McLean-Mercer-Oliver Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, 
and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
McLean County, Mercer County, and 
Oliver County. 

Subpart LL—Oklahoma 
50. Subpart LL is amended by adding 
§ 52.1923 as follows: 


§ 52.1923 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
either did not identify areas of the State 
which have the potential for violation of 
air quality standards within 10 years or 
did not provide a justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violations of the 
specified air quality standards within 10 
years. The identfied areas consist of the 
territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Central Oklahoma Air Quality 
Maintenance Area-(i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter, photochemical oxidants, and sul¬ 
fur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Oklahoma County 

That part of Canadian County east of Range 
GW 

That part of Cleveland County north of Twp. 
8N 

(2) Tulsa Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Tulsa County 

That part of Rogers County south of Twp. 

23N and west of Range 16E 
That part of Wagoner County north of Twp. 

17N and west of Range 16E 
That part of Creek County north of Twp. 

16N and east of Range 10E 
That part of Osage County south of Twp. 
23N and east of Range 10E 

Subpart MM—Oregon 

51. Section 52.1970 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.1970 Identification of plan. 

* * * • • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) May 3, October 26, 1972, April 13, 
and September 21,1973, by the Governor, 
and 

(2) August 10, 1972, February 9, 
May 30, June 8 , 22, 25, July 17, August 3, 
20, 27, 1973, and May 1, 1974, by the De¬ 
partment of Environmental Quality. 

52. Subpart MM is amended by adding 
§ 52.1986 as follows: 

§ 52.1986 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below, which were 
identified by the State of Oregon, are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en- 
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compassed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act. 42 UJS.C. 1857h(f)) geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Portland-V ancouver Interstate 
Air Quality Maintenance Area (Oregon 
portion) —(i) Pollutants /or which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter, 
sulfur dioxide, carbon monoxide, and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Columbia River Association of Govern¬ 
ments 1970 Portland Vancouver Metro¬ 
politan Transportation Study Area 
(Oregon portion) composed of; Clack¬ 
amas County (part) including Gladstone 
City. Lake Oswego City, Milwaukie City, 
Oregon City City. West Linn City, and 
Wilsonville City; Multnomah County 
(part, including Gresham City, Maywood 
Park City, and Portland City; Washing¬ 
ton County (part) including Beaverton 
City, Cornell City, Durham City, Forrest 
Grove City. Hillsboro City. Sherwood 
City, Tigard City, and Tualatin City. 

(2) Eugene-Spring field Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

<ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Eugene-Springfield Urban Service Area 
—1971 composed of; Lane County (part) 
including Eugene City. Fir Grove City. 
Glenwood City. Irving City. Santa Clara 
City, and Springfield City. 

(3) Medford-Ashland Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Bear Creek Urban Region Land Use 
Planning Area composed of; Jackson 
County (part) including Ashland City, 
Central Point City. Eagle Point City, 
Jacksonville City. Medford City, Phoenix 
City, Talent City, and White City. 

Subpart NN—Pennsylvania 

53. Subpart NN is amended by adding 
§ 52.2056 as follows; 

§ 52.2056 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of H 51.4, 51.5, 
and 51.12(e) of this chapter are not met 
since the State did not conduct an ade¬ 
quate public hearing on the identifica¬ 
tion of areas which have the potential 
for violation of an air quality standard 
within 10 years and submit such identifi¬ 
cation by the Governor of Pennsylvania 
or his designee. 

(b) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter 
as having the potential for violation of 
the specified air quality standards within 
10 years. The identified areas consist of 
the territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 


(1) Allegheny County Air Basin Air 
Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pollu¬ 
tants for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, and 
photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Allegheny 
County Air Basin as defined in the plan. 

(2) Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton Air 
Basin Air Quality Maintenance Area — 

(i) Pollutant for which the area is iden¬ 
tified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Allentown- 
Bethlehem-Easton Air Basin as defined 
in the plan. 

(3) Beaver Valley Air Basin Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area —<i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Beaver Val¬ 
ley Air Basin as defined in the plan. 

(4) Erie Air Basin Air Quality Main - 
tenance Area— (i) Pollutant for which 
the area is iden tified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with the Erie Air 
Basin as defined in the plan. 

(5) Harrisburg Air Basin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area—a) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Harrisburg 
Air Basin as defined in the plan. 

( 6 ) Johnstown Air Basin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area—l i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Georgraphical composition of area . 
Coincident boundaries with Johnstown 
Air Basin as defined in the plan. 

(7) Lancaster Air Beisin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area— (i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Lancaster 
Air Basin as defined in the plan. 

( 8 ) Monongahela Valley Air Basin Air 
Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pollut¬ 
ants for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Mononga¬ 
hela Valley Air Basin as defined in the 
plan. 

(9) Reading Air Basin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area—ii) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Reading Air 
Basin as defined in the plan. 

(10) Scranton-Wilkes-Barre Air Basin 
Air Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pol¬ 
lutants for which the area is identified. 
Particulate matter. 

(11) Geographical composition of area. 
Coincident boundaries with Scran ton- 
Wilkes-Barre Air Basin as defined in the 
plan. 

(11) Southeast Pennsylvania Air Ba¬ 
sin Air Quality Maintenance Area —(1) 
Pollutants for which the area is identi¬ 
fied. Particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, 
and photochemical oxidants. 


(11) Geographical composition of area 
Coincident boundaries with Southeast 
Pennsylvania Air Basin as defined in the 
plan. 

( 12 ) York Air Basin Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance area— (i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 

(ii) Geographical composition of area 
Coincident boundaries with York Air Ba¬ 
sin as defined in the plan. 

Subpart OO—Rhode Island 

54. In § 52.2070, paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows; 

§ 52.2070 Identification of plan. 

• * • « * 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on; 

(1) February 9 and February 29, 1972 
and April 24, 1973, by the Rhode Island 
Department of Health. 

(2) April 11, 1974. 

55. Subpart OO is amended by adding 
§ 52.2082 as follows: 

§ 52.2082 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a> The area listed below which was 
identified by the State of Rhode Island 
is hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f). of tills 
chapter as having the potential for viola¬ 
tion of the specified air quality standards 
within 10 years. The identified area con¬ 
sists of the territorial area encompassed 
by the boundaries of the given jurisdic¬ 
tions or described area including the ter¬ 
ritorial area of all municipalities (as de¬ 
fined in section 302(f) of the Clean Air 
Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically 
located within the outermost boundaries 
of the area so delimited. 

(1) Metropolitan Providence Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants 
for which the area is identified. Particu¬ 
late matter, sulfur dioxide, and photo¬ 
chemical oxidants. 

(ii> Geographical composition of area. 
The cities of East Providence, Central 
Falls, Pawtucket, Cranston, and War¬ 
wick; the town of North Providence. 

Subpart PP—South Carolina 

56. In § 52.2120, paragraph (c) (4) is 
revised to read as follows; 

§ 52.2120 I dent ifi rat ion of plan. 

• • « # • 

(C> • • ♦ 

(4) August 16, 1973, and March 22. 
1974, by the South Carolina Department 
of Health and Environmental Control. 

57. Supbart PP is amended by adding 
§ 52.2129 as follows: 

§ 52.2129 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of South Carolina 
are hereby identified by the Adminis¬ 
trator pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the 
given jurisdictions or described area in¬ 
cluding the territorial area of all munic- 
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toalities (as defined in section 302(f) of 
the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) 
geographically located within the outer¬ 
most boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Charleston Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Charleston County. ^ 

(2) Greenville Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Greenville County. 

Subpart QQ—South Dakota 

58. Subpart QQ is amended by adding 
§52.2176 as follows: 

§ 52.2176 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirement of § 51.12(e) of 
this chapter are not met since the State 
did not identify areas of the State which 
have the potential for violation of air 
quality standards within 10 years and 
did not provide a justification that there 
are no such areas in the State. 

(b) The area listed below is hereby 
identified by the Administrator pur¬ 
suant to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chap¬ 
ter as having the potential for violation 
of the specified air quality standards 
within 10 years. The identified area con¬ 
sists of the territorial area encompassed 
by the boundaries of the given jurisdic¬ 
tions or described area including the 
territorial area of all municipalities (as 
defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geograph¬ 
ically located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Sioux FaUs Air Quality Mainten¬ 
ance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Minnehaha County. 

Subpart RR—Tennessee 

59. Subpart RR is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.2232 as follows: 


§ 52.2232 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) of 
tiiis chapter are not met since the State 
did not identify areas of the State which 
have the potential for violation of air 
quality standards within 10 years or pro¬ 
vide a justification that there are no 
such areas in the State. 

(b) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to 8 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards within 10 
years. The identified areas consist of the 
territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act. 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Chattanooga Interstate Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area (Tennessee por¬ 


tion)—(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate m&tter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Hamilton County. 

(2) Kingsport-Bristol Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Sullivan County. 

(3) Memphis Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area is 
identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Shelby County. 

(4) Nashville Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Davidson County. 

Subpart SS—Texas 

60. Section 52.2270 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.2270 Identification of plan. 

* * • • • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) February 25, May 2, and May 3, 
1972 by the Texas Air Control Board, 

and , ^ 

(2) July 31 and November 10, 1972; 
April 15 and 23, 1973; and May 30, 1974. 

61. Subpart SS is amended by adding 
§ 52.2280 as follows: 

§ 52.2280 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of § 51.12(e) 
of this chapter are not met since the 
State did not designate all areas which 
have the potential for violation of air 
quality standards within 10 years and 
did not identify all pollutants applicable 
to such areas. 

(b) The areas listed below are hereby 
identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards within 10 
years. The identified areas consist of 
the territorial area encompassed by the 
boundaries of the given jurisdictions or 
described area including the territorial 
area of all municipalites (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Beaumont Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 
and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Hardin County, Jefferson County, and 
Orange County. 

(2) Corpus Christi Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 
and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Nueces County and San Patricio County. 

(3) Dallas-Fort Worth Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter and photochemical oxidants. 


(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Collin County, Dallas County, Denton 
County, Ellis County, Hood County, 
Johnson County, Kaufman County, 
Parker County, Rockwall County, Tar¬ 
rant County, and Wise County. 

(4) Houston-Galveston Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter, photochemical oxidants, and 
sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Brazoria County, Fort Bend County. Gal¬ 
veston County, Harris County, Liberty 
County, Montgomery County, and Waller 
County. 

(5) El Paso Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Photochemical oxidants and 
sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
El Paso County. 

( 6 ) San Antonio Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Photochemical oxi¬ 
dants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Bexer County, Comal County, and Gua¬ 
dalupe County. 

(7) Austin Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Hays County and Travis County. 

Subpart TT—Utah 

62. Subpart TT is amended by adding 
§ 52.2344 as follows: 


§ 52.2344 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The requirements of 85 51.4 and 
51.12(e) of this chapter are not met since 
the State did not conduct a public hear¬ 
ing on the identification of areas which 
have the potential for violation of an 
air quality standard within 10 years. 

(b) The areas listed below are identi¬ 
fied by the Administrator pursuant to 
§51.12 (e) and (f), of this chapter as 
having the potential for violation of the 
specified air quality standards within 
10 years. The identified areas consist 
of the territorial area encompassed by 
the boundaries of the given jurisdictions 
or described area including the terri¬ 
torial area of all municipalities (as de¬ 
fined in section 302(f) of the Clean Air 
Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically 
located within the outermost boundaries 
of the area so delimited. 

(1) Salt Lake City Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area—(i) Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter, 
sulfur dioxide, and nitrogen dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Davis County and Salt Lake County. 

(2) Provo Air Quality Maintenance 
Area—(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and ni¬ 
trogen dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area . 
Utah County. 

(3) Uintah Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutants for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter and sul¬ 
fur dioxide. 
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<ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Duchesne County and Uintah County. 

(4) Southern Utah Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Area —U> Pollutants for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter 
and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Carbon County, Emery County. Garfield 
County and Wayne County. 

Subpart UU—Vermont 

63. Subpart UU is amended by adding 
§ 52.2377 as follows: 

§ 52.2377 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) Based upon information available 
to him and in accordance with the EPA 
publication, “Guidelines for Designation 
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas/’ the 
Administrator does not identify any 
areas pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f). of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of national air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. 

Subpart W—Virginia 
§ 52.2120 [Amended] 

64. In § 52.2420, paragraph (c)(2) is 
amended by the insertion, in proper 
chronological sequence, of the following 
date: May 7. 1974. 

65. Subpart W is amended by adding 
§ 52.2449 as follows: 

§ 52.2119 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Virginia are 
hereby identified by the Administrator 
pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), of this 
chapter as having the potential for vio¬ 
lation of the specified air quality stand¬ 
ards within 10 years. The identified areas 
consist of the territorial area encom¬ 
passed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) National Capital (Virginia por¬ 
tion) Air Quality Maintenance Area — 

(i) Pollutants for which the area is iden¬ 
tified. Particulate matter and photo¬ 
chemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Arlington County Alexandria City 

Fairfax County Fairfax City 

Loudoun County Falls Church City 

Prince William 
County 

( 2 ) Richmond Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area—( i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified . Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Charles City County Henrico County 

Chesterfield County Powhatan County 

Goochland County Richmond City 

Hanover County 

(3) Petersburg - Colonial Heights- 
HopeweU Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —fi) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 


(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Prince George Colonial Heights 

County city 

Dinwiddle County Hopewell City 

Petersburg City 

(4) Lynchburg Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Amherst County CampbeU County 

Appomattox County 

(5) Hampton-Newport News Air Qual¬ 
ity Maintenance Area—( i) Pollutant for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter. 

(Ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Gloucester County Hampton City 

James City County Newport News City 

York County Williamsburg City 

(6) Norfolk - Portsmouth - Virginia 
Beach Air Quality Maintenance Area — 

(i) Pollutant for tohich the area is iden¬ 
tified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Chesapeake City Suffolk City 

Norfolk City Virginia Beach City 

Portsmouth City 

(7) Roanoke Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 

Botetourt County Roanoke City 
Craig County Salem City 

Roanoke County 

Subpart WW—Washington 

66 . Section 52.2470 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 52.2470 Identification of plan. 

• • * • + 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) January 28, May 5, July 19, Sep¬ 
tember 11 , and December 12.1972, 

(2) February 15, April 13. July 31. 
October 11,1973. and 

(3) May 31, 1974, the State of Wash¬ 
ington Department of Ecology. 

67. Subpart WW Is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.2496 as follows: 

§ 52.249fi Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
identified by the State of Washington 
are hereby identified by the Adminis¬ 
trator pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), 
of this chapter as having the potential 
for violation of the specified air quality 
standards within 10 years. The identified 
areas consist of the territorial area en¬ 
compassed by the boundaries of the given 
jurisdictions or described area including 
the territorial area of all municipalities 
(as defined in section 302(f) of the Clean 
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographi¬ 
cally located within the outermost 
boundaries of the area so delimited. 

(1) Puget Sound Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area—(1) Pollutant for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Washington State Department of High¬ 


ways Seattle-Tacoma Urban Area -1972 
composed of: King County (part) includ¬ 
ing Auburn City. Bellevue City, Kent 
CUy» Kirkland City, Mercer Island Citv 
Renton City, and Seattle City; Snoha- 
mish County (part) including Edmonds 
City, Everett City, Lynwood City, Marys¬ 
ville City, and Mountlake Terrace City 
Pierce County (part) including Fife City 
Tacoma City, and Tuyallup City. 

(2) Spokane Air Quality Maintenance 
Area.— (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified . Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Spokane Regional Planning Conference 
Study Area composed of; Spokane 
County (part) including Airway Heights 
City, Chester City, Deep Creek City 
Dishman City, Greenacres City. Irvin 
City. Mead City. Millwood City, Moab 
City. Newman Lake City, Nine Mile Falls 
City, Opportunity City, Orchard Park 
City, Otis Orchard City, Pasadena Park 
City. Spokane City, Trentwood City, Ver- 
dale City, and Yardley City. 

(3) Portland-Vancouver Interstate A ir 
Quality Maintenance Area —(i) Pollu¬ 
tants for which the area is identified 
Particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, carbon 
moimxide, and photochemical oxidants. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Columbia Region Association of Govern¬ 
ments 1970 Portland Vancouver Metro¬ 
politan Transportation Study Area 
(Washington portion) composed of Clark 
County (part) including Camas City 
Hazel Dell City, Minnehaha City, Pleas¬ 
ant Valley City, Salmon Creek City, Un¬ 
ion City, Vancouver City. Vancouver 
Junction City. Walnut Grove City, and 
Washougal City. 

Subpart XX—West Virginia 

68 . In § 52.2520, paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised as follows: 

§ 52.2520 Identification of plan. 

• * • • * • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) March 30, April 20, and May 5. 
1972, by the West Virginia Air Pollution 
Control Commission. 

(2) June 13.1974. 

69. Subpart XX is amended by adding 
§ 52.2526 as follows: 

§ 52.2526 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) Based upon information submitted 
by the State of West Virginia, the Ad¬ 
ministrator does not identify any areas 
pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f). of this 
chapter as having the potential for viola¬ 
tion of national ambient air quality 
standards within 10 years. 

Subpart ZZ—Wyoming 

70. Subpart ZZ is amended by adding 
§ 52.2627 as follows: 

§ 52.2627 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below are hereby 
Identified by the Administrator pursuant 
to § 51.12 (e) and (f), as having the po¬ 
tential for violation of the specific air 
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quality standards within 10 years. The 
identified areas consist of the territorial 
areas encompassed by the boundaries of 
the given jurisdictions or described areas 
Including the territorial areas of all mu¬ 
nicipalities (as defined in section 302(f) 
of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857h(f) ) 
geographically located within the outer¬ 
most boundaries of the area so delimited. 

( 1 > Sweetwater Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area —(i) Pollutants for which the 
area is identified. Particulate matter and 
sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Sweetwater County. 

(2) Powder River Basin Air Quality 
Maintenance Area —(i) Pollutants for 
which the area is identified. Particulate 
matter and sulfur dioxide. 

(ii) Geographical composition of the 
area. Campbell County, Johnson County. 
Sheridan County, and Converse County. 

Subpart AAA—Guam 

71. Subpart AAA is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.2674 as follows: 

§ 52.2674- Maintenance of national 
Mundards. 

(a) Based upon the information avail¬ 
able to him and in accordance with EPA 
publication. “Guidelines for Designation 
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas”, the 
Administrator does not identify any 
areas pursuant to §51.12 (e) and (f), 
of this chapter as having the potential 
for violation of national ambient air 
quality standards. 

Subpart BBB—Puerto Rico 

72. Section 52.2720 is revised by adding 
paragraph (c) subparagraph ( 1 ) as 

follows: 

§ 52.2720 Identification of plan. 

* • • • • 

(c) Supplemental information was 

submitted on: 

(1) May 15. 1974 by the Governor of 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

73. Subpart BBB is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.2728 as follows: 

§ 52.2728 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) The areas listed below which were 
Identified by the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico are hereby identified by the 
Administrator pursuant to § 51.12 <e) 
and (f), of this chapter as having the 
potential for violation of the specified 
air quality standards within 10 years. 
The identified areas consist of the terri¬ 
torial area encompassed by the bound¬ 
aries of the given jurisdiction or de¬ 
scribed area including the territorial 
area of all municipalities (as defined in 
section 302(f) of the Clean Air Act, 42 
U.S.C. 1857h(f)) geographically located 
within the outermost boundaries of the 
area so delimited. 

(1) Ponce Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Town of Ponce. 

(2) San Juan Air Quality Maintenance 
Area — (i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified . Particulate matter. 


(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Town of San Juan. 

(3) Guayanilla Air Quality Mainte¬ 
nance Area — (i) Pollutant for which 
the area is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Town of Guayanilla. 

(4) Penuelas Air Quality Maintenance 
Area —(i) Pollutant for which the area 
is identified. Particulate matter. 

(ii) Geographical composition of area. 
Town of Penuelas. 

Subpart CCC—U.S. Virgin Islands 

74. Subpart CCC is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.2778 as follows: 

§ 52.2778 Maintenance of national 
standard*. 

(a) Based upon information available 
to him. and in accordance with the EPA 
publication, “Guidelines for Designation 
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas,” the 
Administrator does not identify any 
areas pursuant to § 51.12 (e) and (f). of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of national ambient air quality 
standards within 10 years. 

Subpart DDD—American Samoa 

75. Subpart DDD is amended by add¬ 
ing § 52.2826 as follows: 

§ 52.2826 Maintenance of national 
standards. 

(a) Based upon the information avail¬ 
able to him and in accordance with EPA 
publication, “Guidelines for Designation 
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas”, the 
Administrator does not identify any 
areas pursuant to § 51.12 (e> and (f), of 
this chapter as having the potential for 
violation of national ambient air quality 
standards. 

[FR Doc.74-15730 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[ 47 CFR Part 63 ] 

l Dockets Nos. 19746, 20097; FCC 74-6891 

AMERICAN TRUCKING ASSN., INC., AND 

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELE- 

GRAPH CO. 

Resale and Shared Use of Common 
Services and Facilities 

In the matter of American Trucking 
Association, Inc., Washington. D.C., Com¬ 
plainant vs. American Telephone and 
Telegraph Co., New York, New York, De¬ 
fendant: Docket No. 19746. 

Regulatory policies concerning resale 
and shared use of common services and 
facilities; Docket No. 20097. RM-1997, 
RM-2218. 

I. Introduction 

1. The Commission has before it a 
number of matters which raise in one 
form or another the basic question of 
whether, and under what conditions, sub¬ 
scribers of the various service offerings 
of communications common carriers 
should be allowed to resell such services 
to others or to participate with others in 
the sharing or joint use of such services, 
and, if so, whether and to what extent 


the Commission should regulate any such 
resale or shared use. Resolution of this 
question requires the Commission to de¬ 
fine on a broad basis the role of the 
middleman in the provision of communi¬ 
cations services to the using public. While 
the middleman has assumed an import¬ 
ant role in nearly all aspects of commerce 
throughout our nation’s history, in the 
field of communications it has been the 
tradition, generally, that the carriers 
owning and operating transmission facil¬ 
ities supply a complete communications 
service directly to the ultimate user. Only 
relatively recently has this tradition, ex¬ 
emplified in the tariffs of the established 
carriers, beer questioned. 

2. The following is a summary of the 
more important tariff provisions gov¬ 
erning resale and shared use of major 
carrier service offerings: With certain 
exceptions Private Line Services obtained 
from the American Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Company f AT&T) or The Western 
Union Telegraph Company (Western 
Union) may not be resold nor may the 
customer use the service to transmit 
communications for others. A customer 
for most voice-grade and under private 
line services may, however, enter into 
an arrangement with others to share 
the service obtained. AT&T's Wide Area 
Telecommunications Service (WATS) is 
not available for resale, third party 
traffic or shared use. except when used 
to provide telegram service. Message Toll 
Service (MTS) may not be resold: how¬ 
ever third party traffic is permitted so 
long as the customer does not derive a 
profit from provision of transmission 
service . 1 

3. Prom the foregoing summary it is 
apparent that the opportunity for en¬ 
tities to obtain services and facilities 
from the established carriers to provide 
an augmented communications service 
for hire to the public is severely limited. 
Nevertheless a considerable number of 
entities have shown an interest in of¬ 
fering augmented communications serv¬ 
ices in such a manner. This interest has 
been spurred by the public’s burgeoning 
demand for fast, efficient and low cost 
access to information in convenient for¬ 
mat and the concomitant development 
of innovative communications tech¬ 
nology to meet that demand. As we found 
in our Specialized Common Carrier In¬ 
quiry, 2 the market for non-voice com¬ 
munications is growing at a rapid pace, 
is largely undeveloped and will be satis¬ 
fied only through the application of 
innovative communications technology. 
In this area of rapid technological and 
market development, we believe that 
both established carriers and the new 
entities which offer or propose to offer 
specialized services can contribute to 
breakthroughs in communications tech- 


1 For private line services see AT&T’s Tariff 
F.C.C. No. 260 Section 2.2.1 and 2.2.3. and 
WU’s Tariff F.C.C. No. 254 Sections 2.2.1 and 
2.2.3. For WATS see AT&T’s Tariff F.C.C. No. 
259, Section 2.2.1. For MTS see AT&T’s Tariff 
F.C.C. No. 253 Section 2.2.1. 

•Docket No. 18920. First Report and Order, 
29 FCC 2d 870 (1971). 
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nology and plans for more efficient ap¬ 
plication of new and existing technology. 
However, entities other than the carriers 
who originate technological advances or 
propose new systems configurations may 
not be in the best position for a number 
of reasons deriving from regulatory and 
procedural as well as economic limita¬ 
tions, to undertake the construction of 
new lines of communication. Public en¬ 
joyment of state-of-the-art communica¬ 
tions technology and full utilization of 
existing capacity may thus require that 
independent enterprises devoted to 
marketing, retailing, brokerage and re¬ 
lated functions be given a greater role 
in the communications industry. 

4. We are mandated by the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934 to regulate interstate 
and foreign commerce in communica¬ 
tions so as to make available to all the 
people of the United States rapid, effi¬ 
cient nationwide and worldwide commu¬ 
nications services with adequate facili¬ 
ties at reasonable charges (47 U.S.C. 1). 
As has been noted, the question of the 
availability of services for resale or 
shared use and the regulation thereof 
underlies various matters before us. It 
would be inappropriate to consider this 
question in the context of some particu¬ 
lar item, such as an application for au¬ 
thorization of service, a tariff filing or a 
complaint against a particular carrier. 
The nature of the issues that must be 
considered, their complexity, their basic 
impact on the overall structure of the 
industry, the number and diversity of 
parties interested in the issues as well as 
the expedition with which they must be 
resolved compels the conclusion that the 
fulfillment of our regulatory mandate re¬ 
quires that the questions that have been 
raised in the context of various discrete 
matters before us be considered in a 
broad rulemaking proceeding. We are 
therefore initiating this general inquiry 
and rulemaking proceeding to consider 
our policy with regard to questions con¬ 
cerning the resale and shared use of com¬ 
mon carrier services and facilities. Hav¬ 
ing received the information, opinions 
and recommendations of all interested 
parties we will be in a position to take 
appropriate action, including the estab¬ 
lishment of policy guidelines, by rule or 
otherwise, the recommendation of any 
desirable legislative changes or the modi¬ 
fication of existing carrier practices. 

5. Before proceeding to discuss the is¬ 
sues to be considered and to set forth 
specific questions to be addressed, we be¬ 
lieve it would be helpful if we described 
some of the existing and proposed com¬ 
munications services provided by means 
of communications facilities obtained 
from established common carriers. 

n. Communications Services Provided 
Through Intermediaries 

a. “value added” proposals 

6 . A major Interest in the resale of 
communications facilities and services 
has been expressed in proposals to lease 
wideband interexchange lines from the 


established communications common 
carriers to be utilized in the offering of 
nationwide computer-switched commu¬ 
nications networks for the transmission 
of non-voice information. An example of 
this type of operation is that proposed by 
Packet Communications, Inc. (PCI ). * 3 
PCI intends to institute and operate a 
communications network providing ter¬ 
minal-to-computer and computer-to- 
computer data communications utilizing 
what is known as “packet-switching 
technology”. PCI’s network will involve, 
initially, one 50 Kilobit per second line 
linking each of a selected group of major 
population centers. The customer’s com¬ 
puters are connected to this network by 
PCI-provided mini-computers or mes¬ 
sage concentrators which accept mes¬ 
sages from computers they serve, sub¬ 
divide and reformat the messages into 
“packets” or short bursts of information 
bits, store the packets as necessary and 
forward them to the concentrator serv¬ 
ing the destination computer where they 
are reassembled into messages and sent 
on to the appropriate computers . 4 Ter¬ 
minal access to the mini-computers or 
message concentartors may be accom¬ 
plished by the subscriber via the public 
telephone system or. in the case of large 
users, via a leased line. The network is 
supervised by two Network Operations 
Centers which, with the minicomputers, 
determine routing, re-routing if neces¬ 
sary, check packets for errors, arrange 
for retransmission of packets until 
errors are eliminated, keep track of 
transmission facility reliability, and per¬ 
form billing functions. PCI expects its 
service to provide enhanced accuracy, re¬ 
liability and privacy of communication, 
significantly increased, more economical 
utilization of transmission line capacity, 
as well as end-to-end-responsibility and 
communications management services. 

7. Graphnet Systems, Inc. (Graph- 
net) 5 proposes to establish a similar net¬ 
work primarily devoted to the specialized 
field of terminal-to-terminal communi¬ 
cations and capable of accommodating a 
great variety of terminals such as tele¬ 
copiers, telex and TWX printers. The 
subscriber, who pays a small monthly 
network access charge as well as a rate 
based on minutes of use, may choose 
various methods of delivery including 
messenger if no terminal is available at 
his message’s destination. Applications 
have also been received from the MCI 
Data Transfer Corporation (MDT) (FCC 
File No. P-C-8589) and Telenet Com¬ 
munications Corp.® Others have indi¬ 
cated that they will be filing similar ap¬ 
plications in the near future. 


* Section 214 AppUcatlon granted. 43 FCC 

2d 922 (1973). 

4 PCI will offer no data processing services 
(i.e., storing, retrieving, sorting, merging and 
calculating of data) but will utilize such 
data processing as is necessary to perform 
the function of message switching. 

-Section 214 Application granted, 44 FCC 
2d 800 (1974). 

•Section 214 Application granted. 46 FCC 
2d (1974). 


B. LINE SHARING OR JOINT USE 
ARRANGEMENTS 

8 . AT&T and Western Union provide 
in their Private Line Service tariffs that 
customers who have need of voice grade 
and under private lines services ffor 
their own use) may enter into arrange¬ 
ments with other users for the sharing of 
the capacity of the line or lines jointly 
used, the proportion being determined by 
agreement between the customer and 
joint users. The Commission has not 
formally investigated the extent to which 
the joint user provisions are utilized nor 
reviewed arrangements between custom¬ 
ers and joint users except in a few 
isolated instances which have been 
brought to our attention. Sharing ar¬ 
rangements can range from the simple 
cooperative use of a single channel from 
one point to another, or the provision of 
discrete sub-channels derived from a 
voice grade channel, up to complex net¬ 
works which the joint users may access 
from a number of points and which may 
be conditioned for the carriage of com¬ 
munications of a specialized nature. One 
of the more complex arrangements which 
has been brought to our attention is be¬ 
ing organized by the RCA Corporation. 
Originally RCA proposed to commence 
operations with approximately 40 to 45 
voide grade links serving approximately 
35 cities. The presently proposed network 
is more modest, providing for service be¬ 
tween five cities coast to coast—one voice 
grade circuit linking each, forming a 
continuous, distributed communications 
network. The system is to be managed by 
RCA Global Communications, Inc., and 
RCA will provide the multiplexing equip¬ 
ment (which will not be of RCA manu¬ 
facture) . The users may attach any addi¬ 
tional terminal equipment desired so long 
as no harm results to the system. Apart 
from the pro-rata share of the transmis¬ 
sion charges, the joint user pays RCA a 
management fee which is computed on 
the basis of mileage of the network used, 
number of access points and speed of 
communication desired. 

9. Another arrangement currently in 
operation provides the data communica¬ 
tions user a service much the same as 
that proposed by PCI and others ( al¬ 
though it is provided over low speed 
voicegrade lines). Tymeshare, Inc. a 
major data communications and proc¬ 
essing enterprise operates a national and 
international data communications net¬ 
work called Tymnet. As of April, 1973, 
Tymnet connected 54 cities with 37 large 
scale computers utilizing over 40,000 
miles of leased telephone lines. Under a 
joint use arrangement other companies 
have been allowed to access their own 
computers via Tymnet. In such instances 
Tymnet’s computers are used to route 
data but do no processing. The user pays 
the common carrier for its share of the 
transmission line usage and then pays 
Tymeshare on the basis of terminal con¬ 
nect time, number of connections made 
and the volume of information trans¬ 
mitted. The Tymnet-type sharing oper¬ 
ation is significant in that as the joint 
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^er is not provided with his own dis¬ 
crete channels the number of possible 
users is limited only by the aggregate 
use made of the available capacity by 

all users. 

c facsimile communication networks 

10. Another identifiable class of re¬ 
sale operations are enterprises which or¬ 
ganize facsimile communications net¬ 
works, utilizing telecopiers and the 
message toll telephone system, for the 
use of the general public. Typically the 
telecopiers are placed with established 
businesses and the network organizer 
provides each agent with a directory 
containing the location and telephone 
number of all other outlets. The licensee 
or agent then holds himself out to the 
public to send communications in fac¬ 
simile form to any other location on 
the network, charging the user a fee plus 
the charge for the telephone call by 
which transmission is effectuated. The 
fee is then split with the receiving agent 
and the network organizer. It is believed 
that some of these operations are ex¬ 
tensive. involving over 300 outlets coast- 
to-coast. 

D. HYBRID COMMUNICATIONS AND 
PROCESSING SERVICES 

11. There are also a considerable num¬ 
ber of services available which provide 
a mixture of information communica¬ 
tions and processing. An example is serv¬ 
ices which arrange for the procurement 
and communication of permits, docu¬ 
ments and money orders for the truck¬ 
ing industry. Others serve banks, the 
security industry and law firms. Trans¬ 
mission is typically by means of the mes¬ 
sage toll telephone system accessed by 
specialized terminals such as telecopiers 
although WATS and other communica¬ 
tions services may sometimes be 
involved.’ x 

12. For purposes of defining the 
breath of our examination of hybrid 
service offerings we refer to the guide¬ 
lines set forth in our Computer 
Inquiry 9 to distinguish those offering 
communications from those offering es¬ 
sentially a processing service: 

If • • • the package offering is oriented es¬ 
sentially to satisfy the communications or 
message-switching requirements of the sub¬ 
scriber, and the data processing feature or 
function is an Integral part of and incidental 
to message-switching, the entire service wUl 
be treated as a communications service for 
hire, whether offered by a common carrier 
or non-common carrier and will be subject to 
regulation under the Communications Act. 
One applicable test will be whether the serv¬ 
ice. by virtue of Its message switching capa¬ 
bility. has the attributes of point-to-point 
services offered by conventional communica¬ 
tions common carriers and is, basically a 
substitute therefore.* 


’The Commission regularly receives in¬ 
quiries in regard to the initiation of various 
services of a hybrid nature which would 
Utilize such services as WATS. MTS, TELEX 
and TWX as well as private line services. 

■Final Decision and Order, Docket No. 
16979, 28 F.C.C. 2d 267 (1971). 

•Tentative Decision, Docket No. 16979, 2d 
291 (1970), para. 42. 


While we were there considering the 
function of the computer in the provi¬ 
sion of a communications service, the 
principle involved also extends to ex¬ 
amination of other processing operations 
such as formatting, arranging service 
with governmental agencies, providing 
needed forms, etc., in determining 
whether the overall service should be 
considered communications or processing 
for our regulatory purposes. 

E. SINGLE CUSTOMERS TARIFF PROVISIONS 

13. There are exceptions to the pro¬ 
hibition on the resale of private line serv¬ 
ices (known as the “single customer'* 
provisions in the tariffs of AT&T and 
Western Union) which allow certain cus¬ 
tomers to obtain communications serv¬ 
ices for specified groups of users “ and 
allow the specified user groups—such as 
the airlines, stock exchanges, and electric 
power pools—to enjoy any administra¬ 
tive convenience that may result from 
buying communications services in 
conjunction with others, but more im¬ 
portantly, may allow communications 
services to be ordered under TELPAK 
discount rates which would not be avail¬ 
able to the users taken singly. 

14. We have already initiated ✓•an in¬ 
vestigation u under section 202(a) of the 
Act to determine if these provisions, in 
that they extend special tariff treatment 
to specified users, involve under discrim¬ 
ination. We will discuss below the re¬ 
lationship between the issues in that in¬ 
vestigation and those to be considered in 
this proceeding. 

HI. Discussion of Issues 

A. RESALE 

15. At the threshold in this inquiry we 
meet the question of whether and to 
what extent the services and facilities of 
communications common carriers ought 
to be available for use by intermediaries 
in offering augmented communications 
services to the public. Of principle con¬ 
cern is the availability of private line 
services which are presently offered 
under the following conditions set forth 
In AT&T’s Tariff FCC No. 260 and West¬ 
ern Union’s Tariff FCC No. 254: 

22.1 A private line service may be used 
. , . (A) For the transmission of communi¬ 
cations to or from the customer and relating 
directly to the customer’s business. 


2.2.3 Private line services shall not be used 
for any purpose for which a payment or other 
compensation shall be received by • • * the 
customer * • • or in the collection, trans¬ 
mission or delivery of any communications 
for others • * • 

ft.*** 

2.5 Definitions. 


10 AT&T Tariff FCC No. 260. Section 22.1 
and Western Union Tariff FCC No. 254. Sec¬ 
tion 22.1. 

n American Trucking Association v. AT&T, 
Docket No. 19746. Hearing released May 29, 
1973 (FCC 73-553) 41 FCC 2d 2 (1973). 


Customer. • • • No one may be a customer 
for a private line service who does not have 
a communications need of his own. u 

16. The carriers have never been called 
upon, either formally or informally, to 
justify these tariff provisions. In view of 
the currently developing interest in se¬ 
curing private line services for resale we 
believe that it is now incumbent upon 
us to question whether the public inter¬ 
est is served by a continuation of these 
restrictions on the availability of common 
carrier facilities and services. A primary 
issue to be considered in this proceeding, 
then, is whether the above-quoted tariff 
provisions are just and reasonable under 
Section 210(b) and not unduly discrimi¬ 
natory under 202(a) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934. The carriers are here 
given an opportunity to respond with 
evidence in justification of their tariffs 
and other participating parties have op¬ 
portunity to comment on the carrier's 
presentations. 

17. Our inquiry of course goes beyond 
an examination of the presently effective 
tariffs and we are inviting all recom¬ 
mendations for tariff structures which 
will best serve whatever public interest 
there may be in securing carrier serv¬ 
ices and facilities for resale purposes. 
We have reason to believe that the car¬ 
riers themselves may wish to suggest 
changes to their present tariffs. For ex¬ 
ample, AT&T has requested permission 13 
to amend its private line tariff to allow 
resale and third party traffic where the 
customer intends to provide a “Composite 
Data Service’’, which is defined in the 
proposed tariff as follows: 

Composite Data Service 

The term “Composite Data Service’* de¬ 
notes an offering which combines the use of 
computers and terminal equipment with the 
use of communication services of the Tele¬ 
phone Company to provide a single Inte¬ 
grated data service for data processing and 
data message switching, or for data message 
switching. 

It would be premature at this time for us 
to comment on whether the proposed tar¬ 
iff changes applicable to Composite Data 
Service Vendors meet the standards of 
reasonableness under Section 201(b) 
and 202(a) of the Act. Until such tariff 
changes are actually filed, for the pur¬ 
pose of this proceeding we will consider 
such proposal as a recommended tariff 
change to be considered in the same man¬ 
ner as other recommendations as may be 
put forth by participants in this proceed¬ 
ing. We expect that all recommendations 
for desirable tariff changes will be fully 
justified in such manner as to permit the 
Commission to determine if such change 
would meet the standard of reasonable- 


11 Exceptions to these provisions, which are 
the subject of our investigation in Docket No. 
19746, have been deleted. 

“AT&T Application 931. In a separate ac¬ 
tion (Special Permission No. 6827, Novem¬ 
ber 14. 1973) this request has been granted 
under delegated authority by the Chief. Com¬ 
mon Carrier Bureau and the tariff changes 
may be filed on 60 days notice. The new tariff 
provisions regarding Composite Data Service 
were filed on June 19, 1974. 
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ness contained in section 201(b) and 202 
(a) of the Act. 

18. While we have discussed the resale 
issue in terms of private line services, 
we want to make clear that our inquiry 
includes consideration of what our 
policy should be in regard to resale of 
all communications common carrier 
services. Proposals and inquiries received 
by the Commission as well as reports of 
services in operation lead us to believe 
that there is substantial interest in sub¬ 
scribing to MTS, WATS, Telex, and pos¬ 
sibly other services, for resale purposes. 
There may also be interest in making 
the more specialized service of the estab¬ 
lished carriers themselves available for 
resale by subscribers. For example AT&T 
has recently filed a new tariff for a serv¬ 
ice to be known as Dataphone Digital 
Service 1 * which is to be provided over 
a discrete digital network utilizing in 
part a technology known as Data Under 
Voice (DUV) This proposed tariff does 
provide for utilization of the DDS net¬ 
work in the provision of service to the 
public by other common carriers under 
certain conditions. We believe that there 
may be interest in the resale of various 
common carrier services and will expect 
participants in this proceeding to care¬ 
fully specify the services to which their 
comments are applicable. 

B. LINE SHARING OR JOINT USE 
ARRANGEMENTS 

19. As we have noted above, a customer 
for private line service can effectuate a 
line sharing arrangement which may 
make available to a more or less limited 
number of communications users a broad 
range of services from discrete low speed 
point-to-point linked communication, up 
to complex computer-switched networks 
conditioned for specialized communica¬ 
tions. The principle advantage of shar¬ 
ing arrangements is economic—both the 
customer and the joint users enjoy 
communications capacity at a lower cost 
than if each were being supplied di¬ 
rectly by the carrier. In some cases, how¬ 
ever, certain users and user groups may 
also enter into sharing arrangements 
primarily to gain access to communica¬ 
tions networks of a specialized nature. 
We believe that sharing arrangements 
as are now possible result in greater 
access to and fuller utilization of our 
nation’s communications capacity and 
we believe their continuation is war¬ 
ranted. 

20. In this inquiry we will consider 
four broad issues with regard to sharing 
arrangements. These are: (1) determi¬ 


* Tariff FCC No. 267 filed March 10, 1974 
in Transmittal No. 11990. 

15 DUV allows a presently unused segment 
of the radio frequency bandwidth on exist¬ 
ing 4 GHz and 6 GHz microwave channel to 
be used to transmit information in digital 
form thus increasing the utilization of ex¬ 
isting faculties as well as the microwave 
radio spectrum. Authority to construct 
facilities to connect five cities was granted 
on June 21, 1973, P.C. 8490, 41 FCC 2d 686 
(1973). Now on file is an application to con¬ 
nect an additional 19 cities. 


nation of the justness and reasonable¬ 
ness of tariff provision under which 
sharing is presently permitted, 1 * (2) ex¬ 
amination of the public interest in al¬ 
lowing sharing on above-voice grade, 
private line services and other carrier 
services, 17 (3) a determination of the ex¬ 
tent to which sharing arrangements 
would still be useful and desirable in the 
event that we find that resale of facili¬ 
ties should be more widely permitted, 
and (4) inquiry into the need for regula¬ 
tion of sharing arrangements them¬ 
selves. 

21. With respect to this latter issue, 
Microwave Communications, Inc. (MCI) 
in its Petition for Rulemaking (RM. 
1997) filed June 13, 1972 requested that 
we adopt a rule which would spell out 
procedures to be followed and standards 
to be met by bona fide sharers of the cost 
of communications facilities in terms 
similar to those of 5 93.4 of our Rules. 
The referenced rules, dealing with the 
cooperative use of radio stations in the 
Land Transportation Services, basically 
require cooperative arrangements to be 
reported to the Commission so that we 
can insure that cooperation is on a cost¬ 
sharing, non-profit basis. 18 In this pro¬ 
ceeding we will consider adopting proce¬ 
dures and guidelines to be followed by 
carriers and customers wishing to share 
the cost of private line facilities. 

C. SINGLE CUSTOMER TARIFF PROVISIONS 

22. As had been noted, the single cus¬ 
tomer tariff provisions, found at Section 
2.2.1 of the private line tariffs of both 
AT&T and Western Union permit cer¬ 
tain customers to order communications 
services for users having a specified re¬ 
lationship to the customer. For example, 
stock exchanges can order services “for 
the transmission of communications to 
or from an exchange member located on 
the floor of such exchange and relating 
directly to the business of the member/' 

Aeronautical Radio, Inc. may order 
service “for the transmission of com¬ 
munications to, from, within and be¬ 
tween air camel's." In effect, these pro¬ 
visions are exceptions to the prohibitions 
on resale and third party traffic and the 
conditions on the availability of line 
sharing, which are the subject matter of 
this proceeding. Question has been raised 
as to whether such exemptions are spec¬ 
ified user groups constitute undue dis¬ 
crimination prohibited by section 202(a) 
of the Act. We have initiated an investi¬ 
gation in Docket 19746 to consider this 
question and to determine, if such dis¬ 
crimination is found to exist, whether 
we ought to prescribe tariff changes 
which would be just and reasonable. 


w For example the customer who Initiates 
a sharing arrangement must have a com¬ 
munications need of his own. Tariff provi¬ 
sions affecting sharing are found in Section 
2.2.1 & 2.6, 3.1.5 of AT&T's Tariff FCC No. 
260 and Weetern Union's Tariff FCC No. 254. 

v Sharing is not permitted on services 
which utilize, in whole or in part, above 
voice-grade channels (Series 7000, 8000 or 
10,000 as well services obtained under Series 
6000). 

“See 47 CFR 93.4. 


23. In view of the close interrelation¬ 
ships between the single customer pro¬ 
visions and the tariff provisions govern¬ 
ing resale, third party traffic and line 
sharing, we believe that the issues set 
for investigation in Docket 19746 should 
be considered in this proceeding in con¬ 
junction with the determination of our 
policy with regard to resale and sharing. 
Accordingly we are consolidating the in¬ 
vestigation in Docket 19746 with this 
proceeding. 

24. We recognize that such a consoli¬ 
dation involves a procedural change as 
we set an oral hearing in Docket 19746 
and in this proceeding are requesting 
participation in the form of written sub¬ 
missions. Considering the nature of the 
evidence to be adduced and the num¬ 
ber of parties which can be expected to 
participate, however, we believe that the 
Issues relating to the single customer 
provisions can be more expeditiously re¬ 
solved through the submission of evi¬ 
dence in written form without prejudic¬ 
ing the rights of parties to participate in 
their resolution. 

25. We expect to receive evidence that 
is “typical" of the groups that do and 
those that do not enjoy a single customer 
status. Data concerning groups that do 
enjoy single customer status must be 
weighed in light of comparable data re¬ 
lating to user groups that are not speci¬ 
fied as single customers. Such descrip¬ 
tive type information is more conveni¬ 
ently received in written form rather 
than through oral proceedings. Also, a 
considerable number of parties repre¬ 
senting a broad range of interests have 
intervened in Docket 19746. The oral 
process declines in effectiveness as the 
number of participants, and especially 
the number of diverse viewpoints to be 
presented, increases. Parties with limited 
resources, but with real interest in the 
issues, may find an extended oral pro¬ 
ceeding to be a considerable financial 
burden. We expect to encourage more 
broadly based participation by request¬ 
ing information in writing rather than 
requiring appearance at oral hearings. 
Further, we note that Western Union’s 
tariff contains, verbatim, many of AT&T’s 
single customer provisions as well as some 
not contained in AT&T tariff. Yet pres¬ 
ently Western Union is not a party re- 
pondent in that investigation and has 
not intervened. If issues with regard to 
single customer tariff provisions are to 
be finally resolved the Western Union 
tariff provisions should be included as an 
issue to be addressed along with those of 
AT&T. This addition then should bring 
additional participants to our investiga¬ 
tion of single customer provisions which 
will further complicate the hearing pro¬ 
ceeding. For these reasons, then, we be¬ 
lieve that public participation in our in¬ 
vestigation of the single customer tariff 
provisions will be expedited in a fully 
satisfactory manner by the submission 
of statements in written form and do not 
believe that parties will be prejudiced if 
such issues are considered in this pro¬ 
ceeding. However, as we are providing 
with regard to all issues herein, we will 
set oral proceedings on specific issues 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 133—WEDNESDAY, JULY 10, 1974 







PROPOSED RULES 


25355 


should parties make a showing that they 
would be prejudiced unless oral proceed¬ 
ings are held. 

IV. Regulation of Service Providers 

26. Entirely separate from issues re¬ 
lating to the availability of communica¬ 
tions services and facilities for resale or 
shared use purposes is consideration of 
the extent to which entities proposing to 
resell services or arrange line sharing 
should be regulated by this Commission. 
For example, we may find that it would 
be inappropriate to measure performance 
in terms of - rate of return or investment 
to such entities. We may find that dif¬ 
ferent application procedures and re¬ 
porting procedures should be developed 
to allow for better Commission surveil¬ 
lance of particular segments of the com¬ 
munications industry affected by resale 
and shared use of facilities and services. 
We consider issues relating to the man¬ 
ner in which resale entities should be 
regulated to be as significant to the 
established carriers and the public as are 
the basic questions concerning the avail¬ 
ability of facilities for resale or shared 
use purposes. 

27. PCI, Graphnet, MDT and Telenet 
have all filed for Section 214 certification 
on condition that it is required. When 
determining the reach of our regulatory 
jurisdiction under Section 214 the prin¬ 
cipal question is whether or not a com¬ 
munications service for hire is being of¬ 
fered to the public and not on the opera¬ 
tional characteristics of the provider. It 
is well settled that Section 214 authoriza¬ 
tion is required for the operation of, or 
transmission over or by means of, inter¬ 
state lines derived from another carrier's 
plant. 1 * We believe that it is clear, under 
the MacKay decision, that the proposals 
for computer-switched data communica¬ 
tions networks which we have received dd 
require Section 214 operating authority 
aqd are generally subject to regulation 
under the Communications Act. 20 

28. We do not at this time have suf¬ 
ficient information to determine if fac¬ 
simile communications services and hy¬ 
brid communications and processing 
services which are now r operational or 
proposed are all subject to our regulatory 
jurisdiction. We note, however, that our 
jurisdiction is broad and extends to serv¬ 
ices the primary thrust of which is com¬ 
munications and also to services of non¬ 
communications nature provided by 
communications common carriers. We 
recognize however, as we did in our 
Computer Inquiry,* 1 that the public 
interest may not require the full asser¬ 
tion of regulatory jurisdiction as is exer¬ 
cised over the established carriers which 
own and operate their own lines of com¬ 
munication. Therefore, we believe the 
best approach to jurisdictional questions 
is to examine, without regard to the 
actual limits of our present jurisdiction, 
the extent to which this Commission 


® MacKay Radio and Telegraph Company, 
CFCC 562 (1938). 

90 See Computer Inquiry. Tentative Deci¬ 
sion. 28 F.C.C. 2d 291 (1970), par. 42. 

21 Ibid , pars. 18-23. 


ought to regulate the various forms of 
resale and sharing entities. At that point 
we can determine if we presently have 
sufficient legal authority to assert any 
regulatory jurisdiction we find to be de¬ 
sirable. To the extent that we find the 
public interest would be served by regu¬ 
lation that is not authorized by law, we 
can thereupon recommend any necessary 
legislative changes.^ 1- 

29. Western Union filed a petition on 
June 25, 1973, requesting that the Com¬ 
mission initiate a proceeding, analogous 
to the Specialized Common Carrier In¬ 
quiry, to examine, as a prerequisite to 
the consideration of any Section 214 ap¬ 
plication. the public need for services 
provided in a resale manner and the 
competitive impact of such services on 
the established carriers (RM. 2218). Of 
the five Issues specifically suggested by 
Western Union for inclusion in a rule- 
making proceeding, three are of a gen¬ 
eral nature and which we believe are 
implicitly within the scope of this pro¬ 
ceeding and which must be considered 
as a prerequisite to establishing general 
policies with regard to the resale of con- 
mon carrier services and facilities. These 
issues are: 

1. Whether as a general policy the public 
interest would be served by permitting the 
entry of "value-added” or “pseudo carriers” 
to compete with the specialized and general 
purpose carriers. 

2. Whether the further fragmentation of 
the Industry which would result from estab¬ 
lishment of resale-type services in competi¬ 
tion with essential primary services now 
available from general purpose carriers is 
in the public interest. 

3. Whether the proliferation of “value- 
added” carriers which will relay on facilities 
obtained primarily from Bell will promote 
or restrict competition. 

30. Western Union also suggests that 
we include the following issues in a gen¬ 
eral rulemaking proceeding: 

4. What would the Impact of competition 
of the nature provided by “value-added” and 
"pseudo carriers” be on Western Union’s 
ability to perform its common carrier obli¬ 
gations under the Communications Act. 

5. Whether competition of the nature pro¬ 
vided by the “value-added” and “pseudo 
carriers" with the prime services of Western 
Union is in the public interest. 

These issues are more specifically di¬ 
rected to the impact of new services on 
Western Union’s operations. In view of 
the diversity of new services being pro¬ 
vided and which are proposed or can 
reasonably be expected, we believe that a 
blanket determination of their competi¬ 
tive impact on Western Union can not 
be made. We do not have the situation 
which led to our Specialized Common 
Carrier Inquiry where a multitude of 
applications were filed in the same time 
frame to provide the same markets with 
similar type services. Here we do not 


Pending the resolution of this proceed¬ 
ing we will, of course, require 214 applications 
of entities which propose services comparable 
to Packet, Graphnet and Telenet or which 
proposed other services for which we have 
required 214 authorizations in the past. 


have section 214 applications before us 
and so may not receive sufficient infor¬ 
mation with regard to specific services to 
determine if there will be adverse com¬ 
petitive impact on Western Union. How¬ 
ever. we will not preclude Western Union 
and other interested parties from ad¬ 
dressing the above issues in this proceed¬ 
ing. Having received the submissions of 
parties relevant to these issues we will 
consider whether such issues can be re¬ 
solved in this proceeding or should only 
be considered in the context of specific 
applications for section 214 authority 
along with other issues relative to the 
public interest, convenience and neces¬ 
sity for the particular service under con¬ 
sideration. We will not in the interim 
delay consideration of section 214 appli¬ 
cations as they are filed and Western 
Union has full opportunity to submit in¬ 
formation in response to any such appli¬ 
cations relative to competitive impact. 
Even assuming that we did believe at this 
time that the issues of competitive im¬ 
pact could be resolved in a general rule- 
making proceeding, we do not believe 
that applications should be held up pend¬ 
ing such resolution. An essential feature 
of many of the services which Western 
Union would have us consider in a rule- 
making proceeding is that they would 
extend to the public the advantages of 
state-of-the-art communications tech¬ 
nology. In view of the fast pace of tech¬ 
nological developments, prompt consider¬ 
ation of the public interest in such serv¬ 
ices is vital. In summary, then, then, the 
Issues raised in RM. 2218 are to be con¬ 
sidered in this proceeding. 

V. Items of Inquiry 

31. We request that parties in this pro¬ 
ceeding specifically address the following 
questions: 

1. What is the justification for the re¬ 
strictions on resale and third party traffic 
in the currently effective private line 
service of AT&T and Western Union? 

2. Would the public interest be served 
by a removal of all restrictions on resale 
of private line services? What would the 
effect thereof be on: 

a. AT&T and Western Union: Consider the 
impact on such factors as facilities fill and 
planning, traffic volumes, revenues, and rate 
of return for the company as a whole and 
by affected service or particular route. 

b. The Communications Industry apart 
from AT&T and Western Union: How would 
removal of resale restrictions affect the via¬ 
bility of other carriers with their own lines 
of communication, the stimulation of re¬ 
search and development, the market for new 
equipment, the development of new carriers, 
the stimulation of the market for wire and 
radio communications? 

c. Communications users: Discuss possible 
new services, new pricing structures, effect 
on cost of existing services, better communi¬ 
cations management and stimulation of the 
use of the most efficient type of carrier for 
each type of service. 

3. If a total removal of restrictions on 
resale is not desirable what specific re¬ 
strictions are recommended? Fully jus¬ 
tify any recommended restrictions and 
discuss in terms of the factors listed in 
question two. 
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4. Consider restrictions on resale of 
other services of AT&T, Western Union 
and other carriers in the same manner as 
called for by questions one, two and three 
above. 

5. What is the justification for limit¬ 
ing the sharing of private line services 
to, generally, voice grade and under serv¬ 
ices and for requiring those desiring to 
effectuate a sharing arrangement to have 
a communications need of their own? 

6. Would the public interest be better 
served by removing all restrictions on the 
sharing of private line facilities? If that 
would not be desirable, recommend nec¬ 
essary or desirable restrictions and jus¬ 
tify any recommendations taking into 
consideration the effect of each on the 
carriers, other elements of the communi¬ 
cations Industry and the using public. 

7. What is the public need for sharing 
of private line facilities? Discuss any new 
technologies being developed which would 
make sharing more attractive, new user 
applications of sharing and the relation¬ 
ship between the need for sharing and 
the availability of facilities for resale. 
Specifically, what need for sharing would 
remain if all restrictions on the resale 
of private line facilities were eliminated? 

8. What is the need for sharing of other 
services of AT&T and Western Union as 
well as the services of any other com¬ 
munications common carrier? 

9. What is the justification for pro¬ 
visions of Section 2.2.1 of AT&T's Tariff 
P.C.C. No. 260 and Western Union’s Tariff 
F.C.C. No. 254 which accord special tariff 
treatment to the airlines, corporate con¬ 
glomerates, stock exchanges and their 
members, and others? Do such tariff pro¬ 
visions, constitute in whole or, in part, 
unjust or unreasonable discrimination, or 
subject any person or class of persons 
to undue or unreasonable prejudice or 
disadvantage, or give any undue or un¬ 
reasonable preference or advantage to 
any person or class of persons, within the 
meaning of section 202(a) of the Com¬ 
munications Act? 

10. Should the provisions under con¬ 
sideration in question 9 be found to in¬ 
volve unlawful discriminations, what ac¬ 
tion should the Commission take to re¬ 
move such unlawfulness? Fully justify 
any recommended tariff changes and dis¬ 
cuss their consistency with any recom¬ 
mended changes with regard to resale 
and shared use of private line facilities 
in general. 

11. Should the Commission regulate 
the sharing agreement made between 
customers and joint users and, if so, to 
what extent and in what manner? What 
reports should be required? Specifically 
consider possible guidelines governing 
the manner in which the cost of effectu¬ 
ating the sharing arrangement should be 
shared so that there is a clear distinction 
between sharing and resale? 

12. How should the Commission regu¬ 
late the entities reselling communica¬ 
tions services and facilities? If in some 
instances full regulation would not be 
desirable recommend the manner and 
extent to which regulation is desirable. 
Specifically consider the most desirable 
manner of rate regulation for the various 


types of resale entities. For such entities 
would the setting of rates on the basis 
of operating ratios rather than rate base- 
rate of return be more effective? What 
accounting system and financial report¬ 
ing should be required? What regulation 
over commencement of operation, stand¬ 
ards of service and termination of serv¬ 
ice is desirable? 

Procedures 

32. The primary objective of this pro¬ 
ceeding is the acquisition of information 
which will enable the Commission to 
establish policies with regard to resale 
and shared use of common carrier fa¬ 
cilities and services and to take action 
necessary to effectuate such policies. Con¬ 
sistent with judicial opinion that admin¬ 
istrative agencies should tailor their pro¬ 
ceedings to fit the issues to be considered 
and the circumstances under which deci¬ 
sions must be made,* * 3 we are establishing 
a procedure here to elicit the Information 
we require in an efficient and expeditious 
manner. 

33. The Administrative Procedure 
Act* which governs proceedings before 
administrative agencies, sets forth two 
basic procedures for use in agency rule- 
making and adjudicatory proceedings. 
These may be viewed as providing the 
outer boundaries of administrative pro¬ 
cedures. 2 * The procedures of sections 556 
and 557 of that Act, which represent the 
highest degree of administrative protec¬ 
tion that Congress believed would be 
necessary to protect interested parties, 
are not required for proceedings initiated 
under any of the sections of the Com¬ 
munications Act which authorize this 
proceeding.“ While we believe that the 
procedures of section 553, governing the 
so-called “notice and comment” rule- 
making proceedings, are legally sufficient 
here to accomplish our purposes we are 
establishing a procedure containing ele¬ 
ments of both section 553 and section 556 


” See, Permian Basin Area Rate Cases, 390 
U.S. 747 (1968); see also City of Chicago v. 
FPC, 458 F. 2d 731 (1971) cert . denied , 405 
U.S. 1074 (1972). We have taken the initiative 
in the past to establish special procedures 
in particular cases. See, Specialized Common 
Carrier Inquiry, 29 F.C.C. 2d 870 (1971): 
Domsat Inquiry, 2 F.C.C. 2d 86 (1970), 35 
F.C.C. 2d 844 (1972); In the Matter of 
AT&T's High Density-Low Density Structure, 
(procedural order), 45 F.C.C. 2d 88 (1974). 

* Administrative Procedure Act. 5 U.S.C, 
§ 551 ft. 

24 Mobile OU Corp. v. FPC. 483 F. 2d 1238 
(1973) and cases cited therein at footnotes 
41-49. 

®For Section 556 and 657 procedures to be 
required the statutory hearing requirement 
must include the phrase "on the record” or 
words of similar import. United States v. 
Florida East Coast Railway Co.. 410 U S. 224 
(1973); Phillips Petroleum Co. v. FPC, 475 

F. 2d 842 (10th Clr. 1973) cert, denied, - 

U.S.- (January 14, 1974). For application 

of this Judicial interpretation to sections of 
the Communications Act see the High Den¬ 
sity-Low Density procedural order, supra, 
note 21, and In the Matter of Bell System 
Tariff Offerings of Local Distribution Fa¬ 
cilities for Use by Other Common Carriers, 

Docket No. 19896. 46 FCC 2d - (April 23. 

1974; FCC 74-457). 


and 557 proceedings to Insure that a 
complete and accurate record Is pro¬ 
duced. 

34. Since the heart of this proceeding 
Is to establish broad policies, we believe 
that it is most appropriate to invite pub¬ 
lic participation through the submission 
of comment, information, criticism and 
recommendation in written form as is 
generally the case in section 553 “notice 
and comment” rulemakings. In addition 
to the comments and reply comments 
customarily allowed in such rulemaking 
proceedings," we will provide for a third 
round of submissions to allow those filing 
comments to respond to persons filing 
reply comments. Our decision will take 
into account, and be limited to, mate¬ 
rials submitted in this proceeding by in¬ 
terested persons or incorporated into the 
record of this proceeding by the Com¬ 
mission. 27 Finally, we will consider re¬ 
quests for further proceedings should in¬ 
terested persons believe that they are be¬ 
ing prejudiced by the procedures estab¬ 
lished. Such requests should be specific 
as to the issue requiring further evidence 
and the reasons why prejudice will result 
if such further proceedings are not held* 

35. Parties should clearly Indicate in 
their responses the questions addressed. 
Information on other relevant subjects 
may also be submitted as well as recom¬ 
mendations for additional issues which 
might well be addressed. In general, all 
studies should be in conformity to Sec¬ 
tion 1.363 of the Commission’s rules (47 
CFR 1.363). Where allegations are made 
of financial harm to any carriers or any 
segment of the public, the studies under¬ 
lying these allegations should be sub¬ 
mitted. When no study has been done, 
because of unavailability of data or other 
reasons, an explanation of the difficulties 
should be appended, along with a com¬ 
plete discussion of the necessary study. 
Where loss of traffic or revenues, or an 
increase in cost is alleged, identify the 
specific services and routes in question. 
Revenue loss should be shown in dollar 
amounts and as a change in the rate of 
return (expressed as a percentage point 
change after adjusting for cost changes). 

36. Accordingly , it is ordered , That pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of sections 4(i), 
4<j), 201, 202, 205, 208, and 403 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, there is hereby instituted an 
inquiry and proposed rulemaking into 
the foregoing matters. Members of the 
public are put on notice that any policies 
which may be established in this pro¬ 
ceeding may be embodied in rules of 
the Commission. 

37. It is further ordered , That Docket 
19746 is terminated and the issues set for 
investigation therein are to be considered 
in this inquiry. 


* See our Rules at 47 CFR 1.411 IT. 

K In the event that materials not sub¬ 
mitted by participants are incorporated Into 
the record, notice and opportunity to com¬ 
ment thereon will be provided. 

*We note that even where the APA sec¬ 
tions 556 and 657 procedures are required 
that evidence may be submitted in written 
form in rulemaking cases “when a party will 
not be prejudiced thereby”. (5 U.S.C. 656(d)). 
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38. It is further ordered, That the Peti¬ 
tion for Inquiry and Rulemaking filed by 
Western Union (RM. 2218) is hereby 
granted, to the extent described herein. 

39. It is further ordered, That all in¬ 
terested persons may participate in ac¬ 
cordance with procedures set forth above 
within the following time period. Com¬ 
ments are to be filed on or before Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1974; reply comments are to be 
filed on or before October 24, 1974; re¬ 
sponses to reply comments are to be filed 
on or before November 25, 1974. All 
relevant and timely comments and reply 
comments will be considered by the Com¬ 
mission before final action is taken in 
this proceeding. Should participants 
believe that further proceedings, includ¬ 
ing oral hearings are needed to develop 
a sufficient record for the resolution of 
particular issues, they should make ap¬ 
propriate requests as part of their final 
filing allowed by this paragraph. Such 
requests should be specific as to the is¬ 
sues to be considered, the nature of the 
proceedings required and the reason such 
proceedings are necessary. 

40. It is further ordered. That the 
Commission will issue a First Report and 
Order and will designate therein issues 
to be investigated in oral hearings, if and 
to the extent such procedures appear 
necessary or appropriate. This is a re¬ 
stricted proceeding and any action taken 
by the Commission will be based on mat¬ 
ters submitted for the record or incor¬ 
porated into the record in this Docket. 

41. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Rules, an original and 14 
copies of all comments, replies, pleadings, 
briefs and other documents shall be fur¬ 
nished the Commission. Responses will be 
available for public inspection during 
regular business hours in the Commis¬ 
sion’s Broadcast and Docket Reference 
Room at its Headquarters in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Adopted: June 26, 1974. 

Released: July 5. 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-16735 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am| 


[ 47 CFR Part 76 ] 

[Docket No. 19334; FCC 74-667] 

CABLE TV CHANNEL IDENTIFICATION 
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

In the matter of amendment of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations Rela¬ 
tive to Cable Television Channel Identifi¬ 
cation. 

1. Notice is hereby given of further 
proposed rule making in the above-en¬ 
titled matter. 

2. On October 26, 1971, the Commis¬ 
sion, on its own motion, released a notice 
of proposed rule making in Docket No. 
19334. 1 By this notice, interested parties 


1 FCC 71-1084, adopted October 21, 1971, 
86 FR 20988. 


were invited to file comments on a pro¬ 
posed new rule. § 74.1123, s which would 
require cable operators to identify their 
originated programs as the product of 
the cable system. The proposed § 74.1123 
read as follows: 

§ 74.1123 Cable Television Channel Identifi¬ 
cation. (a) Content. Programs originated on 
cable systems shall be clearly identified as 
the product of the cablecaster, by name, and 
use of the expression, “Cable TV Channel 
_ _ (Location)/* 

(b) Frequency. The cablecaster shall make 
appropriate identification announcements at 
the beginning and end of each cablecast pro¬ 
gram. The announcement shall be by both 
aural and visual means. 

3. Our concern was prompted by com¬ 
plaints from cable television viewers that 
the use of four-letter call signs to identify 
origination channels engendered con¬ 
fusion among viewers as to whether they 
were watching broadcast programs or 
cable programs. We also noted that a sys¬ 
tem of identification by cablecasters 
would be useful in identifying the source 
of interference caused by signal leakage. 
In response, ten comments totaling in all 
37 pages, were received. No reply com¬ 
ments were filed. 

4. In the interim following the release 
of the initial Notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing in this proceeding, significant devel¬ 
opments have occurred w ? hich render the 
proposed rule inadequate. Foremost 
among these w r as the adoption of the 
Cable Television Report and Order,* 
which established a comprehensive new 
program for the initiation and develop¬ 
ment of access channels and facilities. 
These specially-designated public, 
educational, local government, and 
leased-access channels carry diverse 
programming deriving, not from the 
cable operator, but from many different 
sources. As the National Cable Televi¬ 
sion Association, Southwest Video, Inc., 
and Community Telecommunications, 
Inc., perceived in their comments, the 
advent of access has augmented the need 
for identification to encompass not only 
cablecasting channels but also the source 
of cablecast programs. A concomitant 
development has been the continued in¬ 
crease in the cost of local originations. 4 
To this extent, we recognize the validity 
of the observations of Triangle Broad¬ 
casting Corporation, Southwest Video. 
Inc., and Cablevision of Fredericksburg, 
Inc., that to require both audio and vis¬ 
ual identification may prove excessively 
burdensome both technologically and 
economically. Of course, we recognize 
and support the efforts of those opera¬ 
tors who are engaged in local orgina- 


5 This rule was proposed as § 74.1123. This 
section number was subsequently assigned to 
a different subject. In the meantime, Part 
76 was adopted to cover all rules In the Cable 
Television Service. Hence, the rule proposed 
herein, when finally adopted, will carry a Part 
76 number Instead of a Part 74 number. 

"36 FCC 143 (1972). 

* “The Users of Cable Communication** 
(Cable Television Information Center. 1973). 
See generally. Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing and of Inquiry in Docket No. 19988, FCC 
74-315. adopted March 28, 1974. 


tions; we would not wish our proposed 
rule to impose a handicap which might 
discourage the continuation of local 
origination where it exists. Finally, we 
aLso note the comment filed by the Na¬ 
tional Weather Service in which it is 
remarked that, as weather and other 
types of programs are developed for 
syndication to orgination channels, 
source-identification may be difficult on 
a channel or system basis if the pro¬ 
gramming is available on a continuous 
and automatic basis from an outside 
source. In sum, we are persuaded that 
new circumstances require a re-examina- 
tion of the proposal that cable orgina¬ 
tion programs, as well as channels, be 
identified. 

5. In view of the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission invites all interested parties to 
submit comments on or related to the 
following questions: 

(1) Should the text of the rule pro¬ 
posed in the initial notice of proposed 
rulemaking in this proceeding be 
amended, eliminated, or altered in any 
way? 

(2) Could the intended purpose of the 
proposed rule be better achieved by a 
simple rule of general application re¬ 
quiring that all cablecast programming 
be identified in any available manner so 
long as the source of the programming 
was disclosed and the identification as¬ 
sured that it was not confused with 
broadcast programming? 

(3) Should access channels and/or 
programming be required to be identi¬ 
fied? 

(4) If access programming were re¬ 
quired to be identified, how should this 
identification be made? Visually? 
Aurally? Visually and aurally? Should 
the mode of identification be optional? 

(5) When should access channel 
identification be made? 

(6) Should the originator of each pro¬ 
gram presented on an access channel be 
required to be identified? When and how 
should this identification be made? 

(7) Should any specific form of iden¬ 
tification be prescribed, or should the 
form be optional? 

(8) Should any form of identification 
be specifically prohibited? 

6. Authority for the rule making pro¬ 
posed herein is contained in sections4(i), 
303, and 403 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. All interested par¬ 
ties are invited to file written comments 
on or before August 9, 1974, and reply 
comments on or before August 27. 1974. 
In reaching a decision on this matter, the 
Commission may take into account any 
other relevant information before it, in 
addition to the comments invited by this 
notice. 

7. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all comments, replies, pleadings, briefs, 
or other documents filed in this proceed¬ 
ing shall be furnished to the Commis¬ 
sion. Responses will be available for pub¬ 
lic inspection during regular business 
hours in the Commission Public Refer- 
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ence Room at its Headquarters in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Adopted: June25,1974. 

Released: July 2, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

f seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-15734 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

[ 38 CFR Part 21 ] 
EDUCATIONAL BENEFITS 
Charges Against Entitlement 

This amendment to §§ 21.1045 and 
21.3045 is to clarify the charges made to 
entitlement in waiver cases and when an 
eligible person interrupts training. Sec¬ 
tion 21.3045 is also amended to Incor¬ 
porate into its cross references those por¬ 
tions of § 21.1045 which now also apply 
in chapter 35 cases. In addition minor 
editorial changes have been made to 
§§ 21.1045 (a) and (b) and 21.3046 to re¬ 
flect agency policy of using precise terms 
denoting gender. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposal to the 
Administrator of Veterans Affairs (27 
H), Veterans Administration, 810 Ver¬ 
mont Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20420. All relevant material received be¬ 
fore August 9, 1974, will be considered. 
All written comments received will be 
available for public inspection at the 
above address only between the hours of 
8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday through 
Friday (except holidays), during the 
mentioned 30-day period and for 10 days 
thereafter. Any person visiting Central 
Office for the purpose of inspecting any 
such comments will be-received by the 
Central Office Veterans Assistance Unit 
in room 132. Such visitors to any field 
station will be informed that the records 
are available for inspection only in Cen¬ 
tral Office and furnished the address and 
the above room number. 

Notice is also given that it is proposed 
to make §5 21.1045 (f) and (g) and 
21.3045 effective the date of final ap¬ 
proval. 

1. In § 21.1045, paragraphs (a) (5) and 
(b) (2) are amended and paragraphs (f) 
and (g) are added so that the amended 
and added material reads as follows: 

§ 21.1045 Entitlement charges. 

(a) Residence courses. • * * 

(5) Secondary school training ; Chap¬ 
ter 35 wife, husband , widow, or widower . 
No charge will be made against the en¬ 
titlement of a wife, husband, widow, or 
widower based on a course pursued under 
the circumstances outlined in § 21.4237, 
special assistance for the educationally 
disadvantaged. (38 U.S.C. 1733) 

<b) Correspondence courses. • • • 

(2) Other courses. Except as provided 
in paragraph (b)(1) of this section, the 


period of entitlement of any eligible vet¬ 
eran who is pursuing a program of edu¬ 
cation exclusively by correspondence will 
be charged with 1 month for each $175 
paid to the veteran as an educational 
assistance allowance for such course, for 
contracts entered into before January 1, 
1973. For agreements entered into after 
December 31, 1972, the period of entitle¬ 
ment of any eligible veteran, wife, hus¬ 
band, widow, or widower who is pursuing 
a program of education exclusively by 
correspondence will be charged with 1 
month for each $220 paid to the veteran, 
wife, husband, widow, or widower as an 
educational assistance allowance for 
such course. When the computation re¬ 
sults in a period of time other than a full 
month, or other than exactly three- 
fourths, one-half or one-fourth frac¬ 
tional part of a month, the figure will be 
reduced to the next lower quarter. (38 
U.S.C. 1786 (a)(2)). 


(f) Overpayment cases . Entitlement 
will be charged for an overpayment in 
educational assistance allowance only if 
the overpayment is waived and is not re¬ 
covered. The charge will be at the appro¬ 
priate rate for the elapsed period cov¬ 
ered by the overpayment. 

(g) Interruption to conserve entitle¬ 
ment. A certified period of enrollment 
may not be Interrupted for the purpose 
of conserving entitlement. Nor may a 
period of enrollment be certified for a 
fractional part of the normal term, quar¬ 
ter or semester if the eligible veteran is 
actually enrolled for the term, quarter or 
semester. Entitlement will be charged 
for the entire period of enrollment certi¬ 
fied, if otherwise eligible for benefits, ex¬ 
cept when benefits are interrupted under 
any one of the following conditions: 

(1) Enrollment is actually terminated; 

(2) Enrollment is canceled and no edu¬ 
cational benefits check has been nego¬ 
tiated for any part of the certified period 
of enrollment; 

(3) Enrollment is interrupted at the 
scheduled end of any term, quarter, 
semester or school year within the certi¬ 
fied period of enrollment and no check 
for educational benefits has been nego¬ 
tiated for the succeeding term, quarter, 
semester or school year; 

(4) Interruption or cancellation is re¬ 
quested for any break when a school was 
closed during a certified period of en¬ 
rollment and payments were continued 
under an established policy based upon 
an Executive order of the President or 
due to an emergency situation whether 
or not a check for educational benefits 
for the certified period has been nego¬ 
tiated. 

2. Section 21.3045 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 21.3015 Entitlement charges. 

Charges against the period of entitle¬ 
ment of an eligible person pursuing a 
program of education will be made in 
accordance with § 21.1045 (a) through 
<c) and (e) through (g). 


3. In § 21.3046, the headnote. intro¬ 
duction preceding paragraph (a), the 
headnotes of paragraphs (a) and (b> 
and paragraphs (a)(2) and (c) are 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 21.3016 Periods of eligibility; wives, 
husbands, widows, and widowers. 

The period of eligibility cannot exceed 
8 years and can be extended only as 
provided in paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion. If eligibility arises before Octo¬ 
ber 24,1972, educational assistance based 
on a course of apprentice or other on- 
the-job training, or correspondence ap¬ 
proved under the provisions of §§ 21- 
4256. 21.4261, and 21.4262 will not be 
afforded later than October 23, 1980. The 
period of eligibility of a wife or husband 
computed under the provisions of para¬ 
graph (a) of this section, however, will 
be recomputed under the provisions of 
paragraph (b) of this section if her or 
his status changes to that of widow or 
widower. 

(a) Wives or husbands. • * • 

(2) If the permanent total rating is 
effective on or after December 1, 19G8, 
or the notification to the veteran of such 
rating was on or after that date, the 
beginning date of the 8-year period of 
eligibility is the effective date of the rat¬ 
ing or the date of notification, which- 
ever is more advantageous to the wife 
or husband. 

• • • 0 * 

(b) Widows or widowers . * ♦ • 

(c) Extension to ending date. Wife or 
husband is enrolled and eligibility ceases 
for a reason specified in paragraph (c) 
(1), (2), or (3) of this section: extended 
to end of quarter or semester for schools 
operating on quarter or semester sys¬ 
tem, or for schools not operating on 
quarter or semester system, to end of 
course or for 9 weeks, whichever is ear¬ 
lier. In a course pursued exclusively by 
correspondence, the period of eligibility 
will be extended to the end of the course 
or for the total additional amount of 
instruction that $462 will provide, which¬ 
ever is less. No extension may exceed 
maximum entitlement or extend beyond 
the 8-year delimiting date specified in 
paragraph (a) of this section. Extension 
is authorized without regard to whether 
the midpoint of the quarter, semester or 
term has been reached. No extension of 
the period of eligibility will be made 
where training is pursued in a training 
establishment as defined in § 21.4200(0. 

(1) Veteran is no longer rated per¬ 
manently and totally disabled. 

(2) Wife or husband is divorced from 
veteran without fault on her or his pari. 

(3) Spouse no longer is listed in any 
of the categories of § 21.3021(a) (3) (iD. 
(38 U.S.C. 1711(b), 1712(b)). 

Approved: July 2, 1974. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

TSEALl R. L. ROUDEBUSH, 

Deputy Administrator . 
(FR Doc.74-15756 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
[ 10 CFR Part 212 ] 

PRICING OF UNLEADED GASOLINE 
Revised Interim Price Rule; Effective Date 

On July 1, 1974, the Federal Energy 
Administration issued a revised interim 
price rule for sales of unleaded gasoline 
by firms which did not sell that product 
on May 15, 1973. The revised rule was 
effective immediately. However, the re¬ 
vised rule was not delivered to the Office 
of the Federal Register until July 5, 


1974, and was not published until July 8, 
1974, (39 FR 24923.) 

The FEA has concluded that the ef¬ 
fective date for the revised price rule for 
unleaded gasoline should therefore be 
changed to July 10, 1974. This will avoid 
the need for disruptive retroactive ad¬ 
justments in prices for unleaded gasoline 
delivered prior to the publication of the 
revised rule, and also avoids the prob¬ 
lems that would otherwise be involved 
with respect to enforcing retroactive 
price adjustments. 

(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 
1973, Pub. L. 93-159. 87 Stat. 627; Federal 


Energy Administration Act of 1974, Pub. L. 
93-275, 88 Stat. 96; E.O. 11790, 39 FJa. 23185) 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
amendments to § 212.112 issued on July 
1, 1974, are effective July 10, 1974, and 
amendments to § 212.112 isued on 
on May 29. 1974, are effective through 
July 9. 1974. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., July 9. 
1974. 

Robert E. Montgomery, Jr„ 

Acting General Counsel , 
Federal Energy Administration. 
(FR Doc.74-15999 Filed 7-9-74; 12:18 pm I 
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

CHEMICAL NEW YORK CORPORATION 
Acquisition of Bank 

Chemical New York Corporation, New 
York, New York, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a) (3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 per¬ 
cent of the voting shares of Chemical 
Bank of Binghimton New York, Bing¬ 
hamton, New York. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
In writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re¬ 
ceived not later than July 30, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 2, 1974. 

TsealI Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-15677 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


CHITTENDEN CORP. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Chittenden Corporation, Burlington, 
Vermont, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a) (1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
(a) (1)) to become a bank holding com¬ 
pany through acquisition of 80 percent 
or more of the voting shares of Chitten¬ 
den Trust Company, Burlington, Ver¬ 
mont. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
not later than July 22,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 28,1974. 

TsealI Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-15678 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


ELLIS BANKING CORP. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

Ellis Banking Corporation, Bradenton, 
Florida, a bank holding company within 
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com¬ 


pany Act, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(3) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3), to acquire 
100 percent (less directors’ qualifying 
shares) of the voting shares of Ellis Bank 
of North Tampa, Tampa, Florida 
(“Bank”), a proposed new bank. 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant, the ninth largest banking 
organization in Florida, controls 21 banks 
which have deposits of $561.7 million or 
2.7 percent of commercial bank deposits 
in the State. (All banking data are as 
of June 30, 1973, and reflect acquisitions 
and formations approved by the Board 
through May 31, 1974.) The acquisition 
of Bank, a proposed new bank, would not 
immediately increase Applicant’s rank in 
the State nor would it increase the con¬ 
centration of banking resources in 
Florida. 

There are presently 36 banks located in 
the relevant market, which is the Hills¬ 
borough County banking market (ap¬ 
proximated by Hillsborough County and 
the community of Land O’Lakes in Pasco 
County). Applicant presently has one 
subsidiary bank 1 in the market with de¬ 
posits of $22.3 million, representing 1.5 
percent of total market deposits. Appli¬ 
cant’s closest banking subsidiary is lo¬ 
cated five miles southeast of the proposed 
site of Bank. Since Bank is a proposed 
new bank, consummation of the proposal 
would not eliminate existing competition, 
nor would it have any immediate effect 
on Applicant’s share of commercial bank 
deposits in the relevant market. The 
Board concludes that consummation of 
the proposed acquisition would not have 
an adverse effect on existing or potential 
competition. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources of Applicant and its subsidiary 
banks are regarded as generally satisfac¬ 
tory. Applicant has initiated a program 
to provide additional capital for several 
of its subsidiary banks. Prospects for the 
group appear favorable based upon a 
continuance of such capital im prove- 


x By Order dated June 5, 1974, the Board 
approved the acquisition by Applicant of 
Ellis National Bank of West Hillsborough and 
Ellis National Bank of Davis Island, two pro¬ 
posed new banks to be located in the Hills¬ 
borough County banking market. 


ments. Bank, as a proposed new bank, 
has no financial or operating history: 
however, its prospects as a subsidiary- of 
Applicant appear favorable. Accordingly, 
the banking factors are consistent with 
approval of the application. 

There is no evidence that the major 
banking needs of the community are not 
being served; however, the new bank 
would provide a convenient alternative 
source of banking services for residents 
of the market area. Therefore, considera¬ 
tions relating to convenience and needs 
of* the community to be served are con¬ 
sistent with approval. It is the Board’s 
judgment that consummation of the pro¬ 
posed transaction would be in the public 
interest and that the application should 
be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
Order or (b) later than three months 
after that date, and (c) Bank shall be 
opened for business not later than six 
months after the effective date of this 
Order. Each of the periods described in 
(b) and (c) may be extended for good 
cause by the Board, or by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Atlanta pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

' By order of the Board of Governors, 1 
effective July 1,1974. 

[seal] Chester B. Feldberg. 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-15679 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


FIRST AGENCY OF HASTINGS, INC. 

Acquisition of Additional Shares of Bank 

First Agency of Hastings, Inc.. Hast¬ 
ings, Minnesota, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire, through 
a rights offering, 4,000 additional voting 
shares of First National Bank of Hast¬ 
ings, Hastings, Minnesota. The factors 
that are considered in acting on the ap¬ 
plication are set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be Inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Minneap¬ 
olis. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 


2 Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan, Bucher, 
Holland, and Wallich. Absent and not voting: 
Governor Mitchell. 
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writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re¬ 
ceived not later than July 19, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, July 2, 1974. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board . 
|FR Doc.74-15680 Filed 7-»-74;0:45 ami 


FIRST ALABAMA BANCSHARES, INC. 

Acquisition of Bank 

First Alabama Bancshares. Inc., Bir¬ 
mingham, Alabama, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 per¬ 
cent of the voting shares (less directors' 
qualifying shares) of the successor by 
merger to Phenix National Bank. Phenix 
City. Alabama. The factors that are con¬ 
sidered in acting on the application are 
set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary. Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20551 to be received not later 
than July 24. 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 26. 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-15681 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


FIRST CITY BANCORPORATION OF TEXAS, 
INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

First City Bancorporation of Texas, 
Inc., Houston, Texas, a bank holding 
company within the meaning of the 
Bank Holding Company Act, has applied 
for the Board’s approval under section 
3(a) (3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) 
(3)) to acquire all of the voting shares 
of the successor by merger to the Al- 
meda-Gcnoa Bank. Houston. Texas 
(“Bank”). The bank into which Bank 
Is to be merged has no significance ex¬ 
cept as a means to facilitate the acquisi¬ 
tion of the voting shares of Bank. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the proposed acquisition of 
shares of the successor organization is 
treated herein as the proposed acquisi¬ 
tion of the shares of Bank. 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant, the second largest banking 
organization and bank holding company 
in Texas, controls 21 banks with aggre¬ 
gate deposits of $2.6 billion, representing 
approximately 7.4 percent of the total de¬ 


posits in commercial banks in Texas. 1 * 
Applicant also owns interests of between 
5 and less than 25 percent in eight other 
banks (aggregate deposits of $178 mil¬ 
lion). Acquisition of Bank ($7.9 million 
in deposits) would increase Applicant’s 
share of commercial bank deposits in 
Texas by less than one-tenth of one per¬ 
cent, and would not significantly increase 
the concentration of banking resources 
in Texas. 

Bank, which is located about 13 miles 
southeast of downtown Houston, operates 
in the Houston banking market (ap¬ 
proximated by the Houston SMSA). 
Bank is the 123rd largest of 162 banks 
in the market and controls 0.1 per cent 
of total market deposits. Applicant is the 
largest banking organization operating 
in the Houston market with 10 banking 
subsidiaries controlling 21 per cent of 
total market deposits. 3 * Although Ap¬ 
plicant and Bank operate in the same 
market, consummation of the proposal 
would not result in the elimination of 
significant existing competition. Ap¬ 
plicant’s nearest subsidiary bank. Gulf- 
gate State Bank of Houston (“Gulfgate 
Bank”) is located 6.5 miles from Bank 
and neither bank derives a significant 
amount of business from the service area 
of the other. The prospect of competition 
developing in the future between Ap¬ 
plicant’s subsidiaries and Bank is les¬ 
sened by the large number of competitors 
in the market and the restriction placed 
on branching by State law. Further¬ 
more. in view of Bank's small size and its 
market position, it does not appear that 
Applicant’s acquisition of Bank would 
result in barriers to entry into the vicin¬ 
ity of Bank by other banking organiza¬ 
tions. Although Applicant has the re¬ 
sources and expertise to expand in this 
area of the market de novo, the Board 
views the proposed acquisition as a “foot¬ 
hold” entry that is tantamount to de 
novo entry in view of the small size of 
Bank. Accordingly, on the basis of the 
record, the Board concludes that con¬ 
summation of the proposal would not 
eliminate a significant amount of ex¬ 
isting competition nor adversely affect 
potential competition. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources and future prospects of Ap¬ 
plicant, its subsidiary banks and Bank 
are generally satisfactory and consistent 
with approval of the application. While 
there is no evidence in the record to 
indicate that the banking needs of the 
community are not presently being met, 
affiliation with Applicant would enable 
Bank to expand its commercial and real 
estate loan activities. Therefore, con¬ 
venience and needs considerations are 
consistent with approval of the applica¬ 
tion. It is the Board’s judgment that the 
proposed transaction is in the public in¬ 
terest and should be approved. 


* AU banking data are as of June 30. 1973, 
and reflect bank holding company forma¬ 
tions and acquisitions approved through 
May 31. 1974. 

a By action of this date, the Board denied 
applicant's acquisition of Meyeriand Bank, 
Houston, Texas. 


On the basis of the record,* ** * the ap¬ 
plication is approved for the reasons 
summarized above. The transaction shall 
not be made (a) before the thirtieth 
calendar day following the effective date 
of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after the effective date of this 
Order, unless such period is extended for 
good cause by the Board, or by the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of Dallas pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 5 
effective June 26, 1974. 

[seal] Chester B. Feldberg. 

Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-15682 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


FIRST CITY BANCORPORATION OF TEXAS, 
INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

First City Bancorporation of Texas. 
Inc., Houston, Texas, a bank holding 
company within the meaning of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to 
acquire 100 percent, less directors' quali¬ 
fying shares, of Central National Bank. 
Arlington, Texas, a proposed new bank. 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, lias been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant Is the second largest bank¬ 
ing organization in Texas and presently 
controls 20 subsidiary banks with aggre¬ 
gate deposits of $2,500.0 million, repre¬ 
senting 7.19 percent of total commercial 
bank deposits in Texas. 1 Since Bank is 
a proposed new bank, approval of this 
application would not cause an immedi¬ 
ate increase in Applicant’s share of com¬ 
mercial bank deposits in the State. 

Bank is to be located in Arlington, 
Texas, within the Dallas banking market, 
which is approximated by the Dallas 
RMA. Applicant, with two banking sub¬ 
sidiaries which are located within the 
Dallas market and which control depos¬ 
its of $300.4 million, or some 4.3 per cent 
of market deposits, is the fourth largest 
banking organization in this market. One 
of Applicant’s subsidiaries in the Dallas 


•» Dissenting Statements of Governors 
Brimmer and Holland filed as part of the 
original document. Copies are available upon 
request to the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. Washington, D.C. 
20551 or to the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Dallas. 

•Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell and Governors Sheehan, Bucher, 
and WaUich. Voting against this action: 
Governors Brimmer and Holland. Absent 
and not voting: Chairman Burns. 

1 All deposit figures are as of June 30, 1973, 

and bank holding company statistics reflect 

formations and acquisitions approved by the 

Board of Governors to the date of May 1.1974. 
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market is located 18 miles east of Bank 
and in the central business district of 
Dallas. The second subsidiary is also 
located in Arlington and only 2.6 miles 
from Bank, and Bank's service area is 
completely overlapped by the service area 
of the present Arlington subsidiary. The 
18 miles of geographic separation, the 
number of intervening banks, and Texas’ 
prohibitive branching laws would negate 
the possibility of existing or future com¬ 
petition between Bank and Applicant’s 
banking subsidiary in downtown Dallas. 
The overlap of the service areas of Bank 
and Applicant’s banking subsidiary in 
Arlington would produce no adverse ef¬ 
fect on existing competition, for the 
proposed transaction represents de novo 
expansion and would not immediately 
enhance Applicant’s market share. There 
would be no adverse effects on potential 
competition in the Dallas market. Con¬ 
ditions in the market for de novo or foot¬ 
hold entry would continue to be favor¬ 
able, and alternative entry sites and 
banking institutions remain readily 
available for the respective types of en¬ 
try. 

The financial and managerial resources 
and future prospects of Applicant and 
its subsidiaries are regarded as generally 
satisfactory. Bank, as a proposed new 
bank, has no financial or operating his¬ 
tory, but its prospects as a subsidiaiy 
of Applicant appear favorable. Consi¬ 
derations relating to banking factors are 
consistent with approval. Although there 
is no evidence in the record that the 
major banking needs of the community 
are not being served adequately, consi¬ 
derations relating to convenience and 
needs of the community to be served lend 
weight toward approval of the applica¬ 
tion. The addition of a new banking al¬ 
ternative in this rapidly growing sector 
of the market would provide greater con¬ 
venience to the public in Arlington, and 
affiliation with Applicant would permit 
Bank to provide its customers with new 
services not normally made available by 
new banks. It is the judgment of the 
Board that the proposed acquisition is in 
the public interest and that the applica¬ 
tion should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calen¬ 
dar day following the effective date of 
this Order or (b) later than three months 
after that date, and (c) Central Na¬ 
tional Bank. Arlington, Texas, shall be 
open for business not later than six 
months after the effective date of this 
Order. Each of the periods described in 
(b) and (c) may be extended for good 
cause by the Board or by the Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank of Dallas pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors.* 
effective June 28,1974. 

Chester B. Feldberg, 

Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-15702 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


a Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan, Bucher, 
Holland, and Wallich. Absent and not vot¬ 
ing: Governor Mitchell. 


FIRST CITY BANCORPORATION OF TEXAS, 
INC. 

Order Denying Acquisition of Bank 

First City Bancorporation of Texas, 
Inc., Houston, Texas, a bank holding 
company within the meaning of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to 
acquire 100 percent of the voting shares 
(less directors’ qualifying shares) of the 
successor by merger to Meyerland Bank, 
Houston, Texas (“Bank”). The bank into 
which Bank is to be merged has no sig¬ 
nificance except as a means to facilitate 
the acquisition of the voting shares of 
Bank. Accordingly, the proposed acquisi¬ 
tion of shares of the successor organiza¬ 
tion is treated herein as the proposed 
acquisition of the shares of Bank. 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant is the second largest bank¬ 
ing organization and bank holding com¬ 
pany in Texas and controls 21 banks with 
aggregate deposits of $2.6 billion, repre¬ 
senting approximately 7.4 percent of the 
total deposits in commercial banks in 
Texas. 1 Applicant also owns interests of 
between 5 and less than 25 percent in 
eight other banks ($178 million in de¬ 
posits). Acquisition of Bank ($19.3 mil¬ 
lion in deposits) would increase Appli¬ 
cant’s share of commercial bank deposits 
in Texas by lesser than .1 of one percent, 
and would not significantly increase the 
concentration of banking resources in 
Texas. 

Applicant is the largest banking or¬ 
ganization operating in the Houston 
market with 10 banking subsidiaries con¬ 
trolling 21 per cent of total market de¬ 
posits. 2 Acquisition of Bank, which holds 
approximately .2 of one per cent of com¬ 
mercial bank deposits in the relevant 
market, would further enhance some¬ 
what Applicant’s market position in the 
Houston area. Applicant’s market share 
and that of the second leading banking 
organization in the Houston market 
(Texas Commerce Bancshares, Inc.) is 
in excess of 37 per cent of market de¬ 
posits, while the market share of the 
third largest banking organization in 
the market is less than half that of Ap¬ 
plicant. 

In addition to the above-noted effects 
with respect to Applicant’s position 
within the overall Houston market, ac¬ 
quisition of Bank by Applicant would 
eliminate existing competition and fore¬ 
close the development of significant po- 


1 All banking data, unless otherwise indi¬ 
cated, are as of June 30, 1973, and reflect 
bank holding company formations and acqui¬ 
sitions approved through May 31, 1974. 

8 By action of this date, the Board ap¬ 
proved Applicant’s acquisition of an addi¬ 
tional Houston banking subsidiary, Almeda- 
Genoa Bank. 


tential competition in the relevant 
market. Bank is located in the south- 
. western portion of the Houston SMSA, 
about nine miles from downtown Hous¬ 
ton, the site of Applicant’s lead bank 
First City National Bank of Houston 
(“First City Bank”) ($1.6 billion in de¬ 
posits) . Hie record indicates that there 
is existing competition between Bank 
and First City Bank. Moreover, Appli¬ 
cant operates three other banking sub¬ 
sidiaries in the southwestern Houston 
area, each within a six mile radius of 
Bank. Applicant’s existing banking sub¬ 
sidiaries in the relevant market derive 
about $15.3 million in deposits and $ 14.4 
million in loans from Bank’s service area. 
Accordingly, consummation of the pro¬ 
posed acquisition would adversely affect 
existing competition within the relevant 
market and would further solidify Appli¬ 
cant’s position as the leading banking 
organization within the market. 

Bank’s service area is one of the fastest 
developing areas in Houston. During the 
decade of the 1960’s, population of the 
southwestern portion of the Houston 
market increased nearly 63 ppr cent, a 
rate of growth one-and-a-half times 
greater than that for the SMSA as a 
whole. In recognition of the growth in 
the area and the prospects for its con¬ 
tinued development. Applicant previ¬ 
ously entered this area through the es¬ 
tablishment of two de novo banks and 
the acquisition of an existing bank, 
Highland Village State Bank ($34.3 mil¬ 
lion in deposits). The Board notes also 
that Applicant has recently announced 
its intention to establish an additional 
new bank in this area to be located only 
4.5 miles southwest of Bank. Approval 
of the application would result in a 
further concentration of Applicant’s re¬ 
sources within one of the major growth 
areas of the Houston market, and fore¬ 
close the possibility of increased compe¬ 
tition developing between Bank and Ap¬ 
plicant's subsidiaries located in the area. 
Moreover, it appears likely that Appli¬ 
cant would, absent approval of the sub¬ 
ject acquisition, attempt to expand into 
this area in the reasonably near future 
through de novo entry, an alternative 
that would result in additional competi¬ 
tion developing with Bank. Consumma¬ 
tion of the proposal would also remove 
Bank as a “foothold” acquisition for an¬ 
other banking organization not presently 
represented in the market. On the basis 
of these factors and others of record, the 
Board concludes that consummation of 
the proposed acquisition would foreclose 
the development of significant potential 
competition. 

In its application, Applicant asserts 
that the proposal constitutes only the 
restructuring of an existing corporate re¬ 
lationship. Applicant notes the following: 
Bank was organized under the direction 
and supervision of officers of Applicant’s 
lead bank, First City Bank, in 1959; 
Bank’s first president and first managing 
officers were both officers of Applicant’s 
lead bank; and, three other officers of 
Applicant’s lead bank were on Bank’s 
original board of directors. This relation¬ 
ship, it is claimed, has continued up to 
the present time. The Board notes that 
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at the time of Bank’s organization Ap¬ 
plicant did not directly own any of Bank’s 
stock and that Applicant now owns 
directly only 4.8 percent of Bank’s stock. 
At the present time, First City Bank has 
five representatives on Bank’s nineteen- 
member board of directors. Additionally, 
officers and/or directors of Applicant or 
its subsidiaries own 14.6 percent of Bank’s 
stock. This represents a significant de¬ 
cline from the 24.5 percent interest in 
Bank held by comparable officers and/or 
directors of Bank in 1959, the time of 
Bank’s organization. A majority of 
Bank’s shares is now held by individuals 
(rather than corporate entities) who also 
have interests in, or some relationship 
with. Applicant. While approval of the 
subject application would result in a 
transfer of these individual ownership 
interests in Bank to Applicant, it is the 
Board’s view that such individual hold¬ 
ings lack the permanence of a corporate 
holding and, on the facts herein, denial 
of the application would preserve the 
possibility of termination or diffusion of 
these interests; accordingly, the Board 
is of the view that it is not an unlikely 
prospect that common ownership may 
be diminished or terminated and Bank 
may become an independent competitor 
in the market. 

The Board concludes, therefore, that 
competitive considerations weigh against 
approval of the acquisition of Bank by 
Applicant and such considerations re¬ 
quire denial of the application unless the 
anticompetitive effects are clearly out¬ 
weighed by benefits to the public in 
meeting the convenience and needs of the 
communities to be served. 

The financial and managerial resources 
and future prospects of Applicant, its 
subsidiary bank, and Bank are regarded 
as generally satisfactory. There is no 
evidence in the record to indicate that 
the banking needs of the relevant market 
are not being met by the existing institu¬ 
tions. Although considerations relating to 
the convenience and needs of the com¬ 
munities to be served are consistent w T ith 
approval, they do not, in the Board’s 
view, outweigh the anticompetitive effects 
inherent in the proposal. It is the Board’s 
judgment that, on the basis of the entire 
record,^ consummation of the proposed 
acquisition would not be in the public 
interest and that the application should 
be. and hereby is, denied. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective June 26,1974. 

[seal] Chester B. Feldberg, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[PR Doc.74-15683 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


u Dissenting Statement of Governor Shee¬ 
han filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Dallas. 

1 Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell and Governors Brimmer, Bucher, 
Holland and Wallich. Voting against this 
action: Governor Sheehan. Absent and not 
voting: Chairman Burns. 


FIRST CHICAGO INTERNATIONAL 
FINANCE CORP. 

Order Approving and Denying Investments 

First Chicago International Finance 
Corporation, Chicago, Illinois, has ap¬ 
plied for the Board’s consent under sec¬ 
tion 25(a) of the Federal Reserve Act to 
acquire, directly or indirectely, 50 per 
cent of the shares of Serflnco, Madrid, 
Spain; 50 per cent of the shares of Banco 
Papular Espanol U.K. (“Banco”), Lon¬ 
don, England; and 25.1 per cent or more 
of the shares of United Chinese Bank 
(“UCB”). Hong Kong. 

Applicant is a corporation organized 
under section 25(a) of the Federal Re¬ 
serve Act (an “Edge corporation”) and 
is a wholly-owned subsidiary of First Na¬ 
tional Bank of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 
(“FNBC”), which has banking and finan¬ 
cial operations in several foreign coun¬ 
tries. FNBC has consolidated assets of 
approximately $15 billion * 1 and is a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of First Chicago 
Corporation, Chicago. Illinois, the sec¬ 
ond largest banking organization In Il¬ 
linois and the ninth largest in the nation. 

Edge corporations are organized for 
the purpose of engaging in international 
or foreign banking or other international 
or foreign financial operations. 

Serflnco, which is presently owned pri¬ 
marily by Banco Popular Espanol 
(“BPE”), Madrid, Spain, is a finance 
company that is engaged in granting con¬ 
sumer credit, discounting bills of ex¬ 
change, making mortgage loans and 
financing capital goods and equipment. 
Banco, a proposed joint venture of BPE 
and Applicant would be located in Lon¬ 
don, would conduct the activities of a 
merchant bank, including syndicating 
Eurocurrency loans, arranging private 
placements of corporate securities and 
underwriting or managing Eurocurrency 
bond or note issues. UCB is a full serv¬ 
ice foreign commercial bank with one 
office and eight branches in Hong Kong. 
The activities of Serflnco, Banco and 
UCB are of a banking or financial nature 
and none of these companies conduct any 
business in the United States, other than 
normal correspondent banking transac¬ 
tions. The activities of these three com¬ 
panies are permissible for subsidiaries of 
Edge corporations. 

Applicant’s parent corporation, FNBC, 
has experienced rapid growth of its as¬ 
sets during the period of 1968 to 1973, 
and somewhat slower expansion of its 
capital and liquidity base during the 
same period. The Board has recently ex¬ 
pressed its general concern with the 
tendency of many U.S. banking organiza¬ 
tions to pursue a policy of rapid expan¬ 
sion in domestic and foreign markets. It 
was noted that such expansion can ex¬ 
pose the organizations to substantial 
risks and therefore such expansion 
should be supported by a strong capital 
base. Where the asset growth of a bank¬ 
ing organization has been rapid, the 
Board will give careful consideration to 


* All financial data are os of December 31. 
1973. 


proposals that would apply funds toward 
further expansion, rather than toward 
augmenting the capital and liquidity 
positions of the organization. In such 
circumstances employment of funds to 
enlarge the organization’s capital and 
liquidity positions will be the preferred 
course of action and the alternative 
utilization of funds for further expansion 
will not ordinarily be favored. 

First Chicago Corporation, through 
direct and indirect subsidiaries, has a 
substantial involvement in foreign banks 
and financial institutions. Applicant 
already has a wholly-owned merchant 
bank in London, First Chicago Limited, 
and a finance company in Hong Kong, 
First Chicago Hong Kong Limited. How¬ 
ever, in Spain, First Chicago has only a 
representative office. Applicant’s acquisi¬ 
tion of Banco would not represent a sig¬ 
nificant additional initial investment. 
However, Banco represents the first ven¬ 
ture of a Spanish bank into the London 
market and it can be expected to play a 
major role in the syndication of Spanish 
Eurodollar issues. Applicant is already 
heavily engaged in the Eurodollar syndi¬ 
cation business through First Chicago 
Limited and it does not appear appro¬ 
priate for Applicant to increase its ac¬ 
tivity in such business at this time. Ap¬ 
plicant’s initial investment in UCB would 
be substantial and would likely involve 
commitments of significant additional 
funds in the near future. 

Neither Applicant nor its parent cor¬ 
porations presently have a company in 
Spain and entry into Spain through 
Serflnco represents an excellent oppor¬ 
tunity for a United States financial in¬ 
stitution. Further, Serflnco would con¬ 
fine its activities to local market opera¬ 
tions and would not engage in Euro- 
financing transactions. On this basis and 
in view of the limited investment in¬ 
volved, the Board concludes that Appli¬ 
cant’s acquisition of shares of Serflnco 
should be approved. 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected in the record, the 
Board concludes that: the acquisition of 
shares of Banco and UCB would not be 
in the interests of the United States or 
in the public interests and those applica¬ 
tions are hereby denied; and the acquisi¬ 
tion of shares of Serflnco is in the in¬ 
terest of the United States and in the 
public interest and that application is 
hereby approved subject to the provisions 
of section 25(a) of the Federal Reserve 
Act and the provisions of the Board's 
Regulation K. 

By order of the Board of Governors.* 
effective June 27, 1974. 

Chester B. Feldberg, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-15685 Filed 7-9-74; 8:45 am| 


* Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Brimmer, Bucher, and Hol¬ 
land. Present and abstaining: Governor 
Sheehan. Absent and not voting: Governors 
Mitchell and Wallich. 
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FIRST COMMUNITY BANCORPORATION 
Acquisition of Bank 

First Community Bancorporation, 
Joplin. Missouri, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 80 percent 
or more of the voting shares of Peoples 
Bank of Miller, Miller, Missouri. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551. to be received 
not later than July 26, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 28, 1974. 

Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

(PR Doc.74-15686 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am| 


FIRST KENTUCKY NATIONAL CORP. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company and Acquisition of Banks 

First Kentucky National Corporation, 
Louisville, Kentucky, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) of formation of a 
bank holding company through acquisi¬ 
tion of the assets and assumption of the 
liabilities of First National Bank 
Trustees, Louisville, Kentucky (“Trust”), 
a registered bank holding company which 
holds 100 per cent (less directors’ quali¬ 
fying shares) of the voting shares of 
First National Bank of Louisville, Louis¬ 
ville, Kentucky, First Kentucky Trust 
Company, Louisville, Kentucky, and 100 
per cent of the voting shares of First 
Kentucky Company, Louisville, Kentucky, 
an investment company permissible 
under section 4(c) (7) of the Act. In a 
related application. Trust has applied 
for the Board’s approval under section 
3(a)(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) 
(3)) to acquire 100 per cent of the voting 
shares of Applicant. The section 3(a) 
(3) application is only a vehicle to facili¬ 
tate this proposal which is essentially a 
corporate reorganization. Upon approval 
of these applications. Trust plans to 
liquidate through a distribution of its 
shares of Applicant to the present bene¬ 
ficiaries of Trust. 

Notice of the applications, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) of 
the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired and the applica¬ 
tions and comments received have been 
considered in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant, a newly formed corporation , 
with no operating history, was organized 
for the purpose of becoming a bank hold¬ 


ing company pursuant to the proposed 
reorganization described above. Appli¬ 
cant will assume Trust’s position as the 
second largest banking organization in 
the State, with $654.8 million in deposits 
representing 8.4 percent of total commer¬ 
cial deposits in Kentucky. * 1 Since the pro¬ 
posal is merely a reorganization, consum¬ 
mation would hot result in an increase in 
concentration of banking resources and 
would not adversely affect existing or po¬ 
tential competition. The financial and 
managerial resources and prospects of 
Trust, which will become those of Appli¬ 
cant, are considered satisfactory and 
consistent with approval. Considerations 
relating to convenience and needs of the 
community to be served are also con¬ 
sistent with approval. It is the Board’s 
judgment that the proposed acquisition 
is in the public interest and that the 
applications should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cations are approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transactions shall 
not be consummated (a) before the thir¬ 
tieth calendar day following the effective 
date of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after the effective date of this 
Order, unless such period is extended for 
good cause by the Board, or by the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of St. Louis pursuant 
to delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective June 28,1974. 

(seal! Chester B. Feldberg, 

Secretary of the Board. 

I PR Doc.74-15687 Piled 7-9-74; 8:45 am] 

FIRST MIDWEST BANCORP, INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

First Midwest Bancorp, Inc., St. Joseph, 
Missouri, a bank holding company within 
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany Act, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a)(3) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 80 per¬ 
cent or more of the voting shares of 
The Home Bank, Savannah, Missouri 
(“Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant, the eighteenth largest bank¬ 
ing organization in Missouri in terms of 
deposits, controls three banks with aggre¬ 
gate deposits of $99 million, representing 
0.7 percent of the total deposits of com¬ 
mercial banks in Missouri. 1 The acquisi¬ 
tion of Bank ($12 million deposits) would 


1 Deposit data are as of December 31, 1973. 
a Voting for this action; Chairman Burns 
and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan, Bucher, 
Holland, and Wallich. Absent and not vot¬ 
ing: Governor Mitchell. 

1 All banking data are as of June 30, 1973, 
and reflect formations and acquisitions ap¬ 
proved by the Board through April 30. 1974. 


increase Applicant's share of deposits in 
Missouri by one-tenth of one percentage 
point, and Applicant would become the 
State’s sixteenth largest banking orga¬ 
nization. Consummation of the proposal 
would not result in a significant increase 
in the concentration of banking resources 
in Missouri. 

Bank is located In Savannah, a town 
of 3,324 situated 16 miles north of St 
Joseph, Missouri. The relevant market 
in this case is the St. Joseph, Missouri 
banking market, approximated by 
Andrew County and portions of De Kalb 
and Buchanan counties in Missouri and 
the northern portion of Doniphan Coun-' 
13 ) in Kansas. Of the 18 banking orga¬ 
nizations in the market. Applicant is the 
second largest with three subsidiary 
banks holding approximately 28 per cent 
of the market’s total deposits. Bank is 
the fifth largest banking organization 
in the market with approximately 3.5 per 
cent of the market’s total deposits. Upon 
consummation of the proposal. Appli¬ 
cant would continue as the second larg¬ 
est banking organization in the market 
with approximately 31.5 per cent of the 
market’s total deposits. It appears that 
Applicant’s proposed acquisition of Bank 
is part of a plan to develop a regional 
holding company system in the north¬ 
west portion of Missouri. 

Each of Applicant’s present subsid¬ 
iary banks is located in the St. Joseph 
area in Buchanan County. Bank is one 
of three banks (including the First Com¬ 
munity State Bank of Savannah which 
reopened in May 1974) serving primarily 
an area approximated by Andrew Coun¬ 
ty. To the extent that Bank and Appli¬ 
cant’s subsidiaries operate in the same 
market and derive some business from 
each other’s service areas, consummation 
of the proposal would result in the elimi¬ 
nation of some existing com petition. 
However, in view of the relatively small 
l>ercentage of deposits and loans which 
Bank derives from Buchanan County 
and the several banking alternatives 
available in St. Joseph, it does not appear 
that Applicant’s acquisition of Bank 
would result in a significant change in 
banking competition within the relevant 
market. Although Applicant may pos¬ 
sess the resources necessary to establish 
a de novo bank in Savannah, it does not 
appear that Savannah would be an at¬ 
tractive location for such entry, partic¬ 
ularly in view of the recent reopening 
of the bank in Savannah and the rela¬ 
tively low population to banking office 
ratio in the area. It appears that con¬ 
summation of the acquisition would re¬ 
sult in some increased competition be¬ 
tween Bank and the Farmers State Bank. 
Rosendale, Missouri, which operates in 
Andrew County, since common directors 
between the two institutions would likely 
be eliminated following consummation 
of the proposed acquisition. In addition, 
it appears that the proposal could have a 
salutary effect on competition in the 
northwestern section of Missouri by en¬ 
hancing Applicant's position as a re¬ 
gional bank holding company. 

Accordingly, on the basis of the record 
before it. the Board concludes that the 
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proposed acquisition would not have 
significant adverse effects on competi¬ 
tion in the relevant areas. In addition, 
consummation of the proposal may stim¬ 
ulate competition by severing the close 
relationship between Bank and its com¬ 
petitor, Farmers State Bank, and by 
strengthening Applicant’s competitive 
capabilities as a regional bank holding 
company vis a vis the much larger bank 
bolding companies in the State. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources of Applicant, its subsidiary banks 
and Bank are satisfactory and prospects 
for each appear favorable. Accordingly, 
banking factors are consistent with ap¬ 
proval of the application. Applicant pro¬ 
poses to extend Bank’s hours of opera¬ 
tion. provide complete trust services, lib¬ 
eralize consumer lending and expand 
savings options. The proposed improve¬ 
ments in Bank’s operations should prove 
beneficial to Bank’s growth and afford 
greater convenience for its customers. 
Accordingly, considerations relating to 
the convenience and needs of the com¬ 
munity to be served lend weight toward 
approval of the application and out¬ 
weigh any slight adverse effects the pro¬ 
posal may have on existing competition 
in the relevant market. It is the Board’s 
judgment that the proposed acquisition is 
in the public interest and that the appli¬ 
cation should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calen¬ 
dar day following the effective date of 
this Order or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, un¬ 
less such period is extended for good 
cause by the Board, or by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Kansas City pursuant 
to delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective June 28,1974. 

Chester B. Feldberg, 
Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-15688 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


FIRST VIRGINIA BANKSHARES CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

First Virginia Bankshares Corporation, 
Palls Church, Virginia, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(3) of the Bank Holding Company Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire all of 
the voting shares of the successor by 
merger to People’s Bank of Chesapeake. 
Chesapeake, Virginia. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the applica¬ 
tion are set forth in section 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ- 
tog to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 


* Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan. 
Bucher, and Holland. Absent and not voting: 
Chairman Burns and Governor Waliich. 


ton, D.C. 20551 to be received not later 
than July 29, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 2,1974. 

fsEALl Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board . 
(FR Doc.74-15689 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


FREDONIA BANCSHARES, INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Fredonia Bancshares, Inc., Fredonia, 
Kansas, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) 
(1)) to become a bank holding company 
through acquisition of 82.69 per cent or 
more of the voting shares of State Bank 
of Fredonia, Fredonia, Kansas. The fac¬ 
tors that are considered in acting on the 
application are set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Fredonia Bancshares. Inc., has also ap¬ 
plied, pursuant to section 4(c) (8) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C, 
1843(c)(8)) and 5 225.4(b)(2) of the 
Board’s Regulation Y, for permission to 
acquire the credit life insurance business 
of Beal and Beal, Fredonia, Kansas. 
Notice of the application was published 
on April 17, 1974, in The Fredonia 
Herald, a newspaper circulated in Wilson 
County, Kansas. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage in the activity of 
selling credit life insurance to the install¬ 
ment loan customers of the State Bank of 
Fredonia. Such activities have been 
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a) of 
Regulation Y as permissible for bank 
holding companies, subject to Board ap¬ 
proval of individual proposals in accord¬ 
ance with the procedures of § 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in ef¬ 
ficiency, that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.’’ Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit 
at the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington. D.C. 20551, not later than 
July 24, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 26, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board . 

|FR Doc.74-15690 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 amj 


GREATER METRO BANK HOLDING 
COMPANY 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Greater Metro Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany. Aurora, Colorado, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(1) of the Bank Holding Company Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
80 per cent or more of the voting shares 
of Aurora National Bank, Aurora, Colo¬ 
rado. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
<c>). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re¬ 
ceived not later than July 22, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 26, 1974. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.74-15691 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


INLAND FINANCIAL CORP. 

Application To Engage in Providing Man¬ 
agement Consulting Advice to Nonaffil- 
iated Banks 

Inland Financial Corporation, Mil¬ 
waukee. Wisconsin, has applied, pur¬ 
suant to section 4(c) (8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843 
(c) (8)) and § 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s 
Regulation Y, for permission to engage 
in the activity of providing manage¬ 
ment consulting advice to nonaffiliated 
banks. Notice of the application was 
published on March 27, 1974, in The 
Milwaukee Journal and The Milwaukee 
Sentinel, newspapers of general circula¬ 
tion in the city and county of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin. 

Such activities have been specified by 
the Board in § 225.4(a) of Regulation 
Y as permissible for bank holding com¬ 
panies, subject to Board approval of in¬ 
dividual proposals in accordance with 
the procedures of 5 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at 
the hearing and a statement of the rea¬ 
sons why this matter should not be re¬ 
solved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re- 
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ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
July 30,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 2,1974. 

f seal J Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-15692 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am) 


LANDMARK BANKING CORPORATION 
OF FLORIDA 
Acquisition of Banks 

Landmark Banking Corporation of 
Florida. Fort Lauderdale. Florida, has 
applied, in separate applications, for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 80 percent 
or more of the voting shares of Brandon 
State Bank, Brandon. Florida, and Bank 
of Riverview. Riverview. Florida. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the applications are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The applications may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
applications should submit views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551 to be received 
not later than July 23.1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System. June 28,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[PR Doc.74-15693 Piled 7-9-74; 8;45 am J 


LANDMARK BANKING CORPORATION 
OF FLORIDA 
Acquisition of Bank 

Landmark Banking Corporation of 
Florida. Fort Lauderdale, Florida, has 
applied for the Board’s approval under 
section 3(a)(3) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to 
acquire 80 percent or more of the voting 
shares of Landmark Bank of Tarpon 
Springs (National Association), Tarpon 
Springs, Florida, a proposed new bank. 
The factors that are considered in acting 
on the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
not later than July 30,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 2,1974. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board . 

[PR Doc.74-16694 Piled 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


MEREDOSIA BANCORPORATION INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Meredosia Bancorporation, Inc., 
Springfield, Illinois, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
80 per cent or more of the voting shares 
of Farmers and Traders State Bank, 
Meredosia, Illinois. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
not later than July 18, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 2, 1974. 

[ seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

I PH Doc.74-15095 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


MERCANTILE BANCORPORATION INC. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Mercantile Bancorporation Inc., St. 
Louis, Missouri, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a) (3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 90 per cent 
or more of the voting shares of The 
Drovers and Merchants Bank, St. Joseph, 
Missouri. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20551, to be received not later 
than July 23, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 28, 1974. 

I seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|PR Doc.74-15096 Piled 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


MOAMCO CORP. 

Notice of Request for Determination and 
Order 

Notice is hereby given that a request 
has been made to the Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 2(g) 
(3) of the Bank Holding Company Act 
of 1950 (12 U.S.C. 1841(g)(3)), by Mo- 
AmCo Corporation, Minneapolis, Minne¬ 
sota (MoAmCo). 

MoAmCo, a bank holding company 


within the meaning of section 2(a) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act of 1956 as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 1841(a)) by reason 
of its ownership of 96 percent of the 
issued and voting shares of stock of 
Americana State Bank, Edina, Minne¬ 
sota, (Bank) seeks a Board determina¬ 
tion that its status as a bank holding 
company has terminated as a result of 
the sale and transfer of all of its shares 
of Bank to David A. Erickson. 

MoAmCo seeks a determination pur¬ 
suant to section 2(g)(3) of the Act that 
it is not capable of controlling Erickson 
notwithstanding that Erickson is in¬ 
debted to MoAmCo by a promissory 
note secured by a secondary lien on the 
shares of stock of Bank and by a second 
mortgage note to MoAmCo. 

Section 2(g)(3) of the Act provides 
that shares transferred after January l f 
1966, by any bank holding company (or 
by any company which but for such 
transfer, would be a bank holding com¬ 
pany) directly or indirectly to any trans¬ 
feree that is indebted to the transferor 
or has one or more officers, directors, 
trustees, or beneficiaries in common with 
or subject to control by the transferor, 
shall be deemed to be indirectly owned or 
controlled by the transferor unless the 
Board, after opportunity for hearing, 
determines that the transferor is not in 
fact capable of controlling the trans¬ 
feree. 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section 
2(g)(3) of the Act, an opportunity be and 
hereby is provided for filing a* request 
for hearing. Any such request or written 
comments on the application should be 
submitted in writing (in duplicate) to 
the Secretary. Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20551, to be received not later 
than July 25, 1974. If a request for hear¬ 
ing is filed, such request should contain 
a statement of the nature of the request¬ 
ing person’s interest in the matter, his 
reasons for wishing to appear at an oral 
hearing, and a summary of the matters 
concerning which said person wishes to 
give testimony at such hearing. The 
Board subsequently will designate a time 
and place for any hearing ordered, and 
will give notice of such hearing to the 
transferor, the transferee, and all per¬ 
sons who have requested a hearing. In 
the absence of a request for a hearing, 
the Board will proceed with a consider¬ 
ation of the requested determination on 
the basis of documentary evidence filed 
in connection with the application. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 
July 2, 1974. 

Theodore E. Allison. 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

IFR Doc.74-15697 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am) 


NORTHWEST FLORIDA BANKING CORP. 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Northwest Florida Banking Corpora¬ 
tion, Quincy, Florida, has applied for 
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the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(i) of the Bank Holding Company Act 
02 U.S.C. 1842(a) (1)) to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
80 per cent or more of the voting shares 
of The Quincy State Bank, Quincy, 
Florida. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(0). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
net later than July 22,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 28,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 74-15698 Filed 7-9-74,8:45 am] 


OHNWARD CORP. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

Ohnward Corporation, Maquoketa, 
Iowa, a bank holding company within 
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany Act, has aprlied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a)(3) of the Act 
(1? U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire con¬ 
trol of 50.08 per cent or more of the 
voting shares of First Central State 
Bank, DeWitt, Iowa (“Bank”) . l 2 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with § 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1042(c)). 

Applicant, the 73rd largest banking or¬ 
ganization in Iowa, controls one bank 
with deposits of $22.7 million, represent¬ 
ing 0.3 per cent of total deposits in com¬ 
mercial banks in the State.* The proposed 
acquisition of Bank would increase Ap¬ 
plicant’s share of State deposits by less 
than one-tenth of one percentage point 
and would not significantly affect the 
concentration of banking resources in 
Iowa. 

Bank ($5.3 million in deposits) is the 
smallest of five banks in the DeWitt- 
Wheatland banking market and holds 
approximately 12 per cent of the deposits 


l The proposed transaction consists of the 
acquisition of direct ownership of 24.04 per 
cent of Bank’s shares, which arc presently 
owned individually by principals of Appli¬ 
cant. and the power to vote an additional 

2 .04 per cent cf Bank’s shares with an 
option to purchase these shares within five 
years after acquisition of principals’ shares. 

* All banking data are as of June 30. 1973, 
end represent bank holding company acquisi¬ 
tions and formations approved by the Board 
through April 30, 1974. 


In that market.* Applicant’s sole banking 
subsidiary is located approximately 19 
miles away from Bank in a separate but 
adjacent market, the Maquoketa banking 
market. Neither Applicant’s banking sub¬ 
sidiary nor Bank derive a significant 
amount of business from the other’s 
banking market. Thus, it appears that no 
meaningful competition would be elimi¬ 
nated as a result of the proposed acquisi¬ 
tion. Furthermore, due to the rural 
nature of the area and the distances 
separating the Applicant’s subsidiary 
bank and Bank, it does not appear that 
any significant competition would de¬ 
velop between the two. Moreover, in view 
of facts that the population per banking 
office is less than one-half of the State 
average and the deposits per banking of¬ 
fice are less than the State average, it 
appears unlikely that Applicant would 
enter the DeWitt-Wheatland market de 
novo. On the basis of the foregoing and 
the facts of record, the Board concludes 
that consummation of the proposal 
would not have significantly adverse ef¬ 
fects on competition in any relevant area 
and that competitive considerations are 
consistent with approval of the applica¬ 
tion. 

The financial and managerial resources 
of Applicant, its subsidiary and Bank are 
generally satisfactory and the future 
prospects of each appear favorable. 
Therefore, the banking factors are con¬ 
sistent with approval of the an**lic.ati^n. 

Although there is no evidence in the 
record to indicate that the major bank¬ 
ing needs of the residents of the DeWitt 
area are not currently being met, the 
proposed affiliation would enable Bank to 
expand to some extent the range of serv¬ 
ices presently offered. Principals of Ap¬ 
plicant have been instrumental in the 
physical restoration of Bank, the intro¬ 
duction of trust services and additional 
expertise in agricultural lending. There¬ 
fore, considerations relating to the con¬ 
venience and needs of the community to 
be served lend some weight toward ap¬ 
proval of the proposal. It is the Board’s 
judgment that the proposed acquisition 
would be in the public interest and that 
the application should be approved. 

In connection with its consideration of 
the application, the Board has also re¬ 
viewed, pursuant to section 4(a)(2) of 
the Act, the “grandfather*’ privileges of 
Applicant, a “company covered in 1970” 
as that term is defined in the Act. Under 
section 4(a)(2) of the Act, the Board 
may terminate such “grandfather” 
privileges if the Board determines, hav¬ 
ing due regard to the purposes of the 
Act, that such action is necessary to 
prevent undue concentration of re¬ 
sources, decreased or unfair competition, 
conflicts of interests, or unsound bank¬ 
ing practices. Accordingly, the Board has 
reviewed the activities of Applicant for 
the purpose of determining whether the 
combination of banking and nonbanking 


s The DeWitt-Wheatland banking market 
Is annroximated by the central and southern 
portions of Clinton County and a small por¬ 
tion of Cedar County. 


interests in Applicant’s holding company 
system would be likely to have an adverse 
effect on the public interest. Notice of 
the Board's proposed review of the 
“grandfather” privileges of Applicant 
and an opportunity for interested per¬ 
sons to submit comments and views or 
request a hearing was given (39 FR 
9583). The time for filing comments, 
views, and requests has expired, and none 
has been received. 

Since September 1966, Applicant has 
been continuously engaged in three non¬ 
banking activities: a general insurance 
agency, an auction business, and a loan 
brokerage business. As a general insur¬ 
ance agency. Applicant writes numerous 
types of life, liability, and casualty insur¬ 
ance. The auction business provides full 
auction service, including auctioneers, 
advertising, clerking and cashiering the 
sale, for farm, household and personal 
property sales. As a loan broker, Appli¬ 
cant, for a fee, places loans with insur¬ 
ance companies and oth?r lenders when 
its subsidiary bank is unable or unwilling 
to make a particular loan. Most of these 
nonbanking services are performed for 
customers of Applicant’s subsidiary bank 
in the Maquoketa area On the basis of 
the facts before the Board, it appears 
that the volume, scope and nature of the 
activities of Applicant do not indicate an 
undue concentration of resources, nor is 
there any evidence before the Board of 
decreased or unfair competition, conflicts 
of interests, or unbound banking prac¬ 
tices. 

There appears to be no reason to re¬ 
quire Applicant to terminate its non¬ 
banking activities. It is the Board’s judg¬ 
ment that at this time termination of the 
“grandfather” privileges of Applicant is 
not necessary in order to prevent an un¬ 
due concentration of resources, decreased 
or unfair competition, conflicts of in¬ 
terests or unsound banking practices. 
However, this determination is not au¬ 
thority to enter into any activity that 
Applicant was not engaged in on June 30, 
1958. and continuously thereafter, or any 
activity that is not the subject of this 
determination. A significant alteration in 
the nature or extent of Applicant’s 
activities, or a change in location there¬ 
of (significantly different from any de¬ 
scribed in this determination), will be 
cause for a reevaluation by the Board of 
Applicant's activities under the provi¬ 
sions of section 4(a)(2) of the Act. Such 
an alteration or chr^e m^v result in a 
finding that "grandfather” privileges 
should be terminated in order to prevent 
an undue concentration of resources or 
any of the other evils designated in the 
Act. No merger, consolidation, acquisi¬ 
tion of assets (other than in the ordinary 
course of business), and no acquisition 
of any interest in a going concern, to 
which the Applicant or any nonbank sub¬ 
sidiary thereof is a party, may be con¬ 
summated without prior approval of the 
Board. Further, the provision of any 
credit, property, or service by the Appli¬ 
cant or any subsidiary thereof shall not 
be subject to any condition which, if im¬ 
posed by a bank, would constitute an un- 
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lawful arrangement under section 

106 of the Bank Holding Company Act 
Amendments of 1970. 

In making its determination herein, 
the Board also finds that combining Bank 
with Applicant's existing banking sub¬ 
sidiary and nonbanking activities would 
not have an adverse effect upon the pub¬ 
lic interest at this time. However, the 
determination herein does not preclude 
a later review by the Board of Appli¬ 
cant’s nonbanking activities, and a future 
determination by the Board in favor of 
termination of “grandfather" benefits of 
Aprlicant. This determination is subject 
to the Board’s authority to require such 
modification or termination of the ac¬ 
tivities of Applicant or any of its non¬ 
banking subsidiaries as the Board finds 
necessary to assure compliance with the 
provisions and purposes of the Act and 
the Board’s regulations and orders issued 
thereunder, or to prevent evasions 
thereof. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
Order or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, un¬ 
less such period is extended for good 
cause by the. Board, or by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Chicago pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective June 26,1974. 

r seal 1 Chester B. Feldberg. 

Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.74-15727 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ara| 


PACESETTER FINANCIAL CORP. 

Acquisition o; Bank 

Pacesetter Financial Corporation, 
Grand Haven, Michigan, has applied for 
the Board's approval under section 3(a) 
(3) of the B*>nk Holding Company Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 
per cent of the voting shares of the suc¬ 
cessor by consolidation to Alpena Savings 
Bank, Alpena, Michigan. The factors 
that are considered in acting on the ap¬ 
plication are set forth in section 3(c) of 
the Act (12U.SC. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20551 to be received not later 
than July 26,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 28,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

I FR Doc.74-15699 Filed 7-9-74; 8:45 am J 


•Voting for this action: Governors Brim¬ 
mer, Sheehan, Bucher. Holland and WaUlch. 
Abesnt and not voting: Chairman Burns and 
Governor Mitchell. 


PACESETTER FINANCIAL CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Pacesetter Financial Corporation, 
Grand Haven, Michigan, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(3) of the Bank Holding Company Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 
per cent of the voting shares of The 
Owosso Savings Bank, Owosso, Michigan. 
The factors that are considered in act¬ 
ing on the application are set forth in 
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(C)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20551 to be received not later 
than July 30, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 2, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

| FR Doc.74-15700 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am| 


SOUTHERN BANCORPORATION 
Order Approving Acquis’tion of Bank 

Southern Bancorporation, Birming¬ 
ham, Alabama, a bank hold ng company 
within the meaning of the Bank Holding 
Company Act, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(3) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 80 
percent or more of the voting shares of 
Farmers Bank, Anderson, Alabama 
CBank"). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) of 
the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired, and this Federal 
Reserve Bank has considered the ap¬ 
plication and all comments received in 
light of the factors set forth in section 
3(0 of the Act (12U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant, the fourth largest banking 
organization in Alabama, controls nine 
banks with aggregate deposits of $715.6 
million, representing 10.1 percent of de¬ 
posits in all commercial banks in the 
state. (All banking data are as of 
June 30, 1973, and reflect acquisitions 
and formations approved through May 1, 
1974.) Acquisition of Bank, having de¬ 
posits of $4.9 million, would increase Ap¬ 
plicant’s share of State deposits by 
slightly more than .07% and would 
change Applicant’s state ranking from 
fourth to third. No undue concentration 
of banking resources in Alabama would 
result. 

Applicant is seeking to make an initial 
entry into the relevant market, approx¬ 
imated by the eastern portion of Lauder¬ 
dale County, by acquiring the smallest of 
three banks in the area, having 18 8% of 
total commercial bank deposits in the 
market. 

Applicant’s closest subsidiary bank is 
located in Huntsville, 50 miles to the 


east. No competition currently exists be¬ 
tween Applicant’s subsidiaries and Bank, 
and it is unlikely that significant fu¬ 
ture competition would develop between 
them because of the distance involved 
and Alabama’s branching laws. Acqui¬ 
sition of Bank by Applicant will not have 
any adverse competitive effects in any 
relevant area. 

Factors relating to the financial and 
managerial resources and prospects cf 
Applicant, its subsidiaries, and Bank are 
consistent with approval. The proposed 
affiliation with Applicant would provide 
Bank’s customers with data proce^sinp, 
leasing, trust services, and mobile hom* 
financing. Further, Applicant will pro¬ 
vide Bank with management training. 
Considerations relating to convenience 
and needs of the community to be served 
lend weight toward approval of the ap¬ 
plication. It is this Federal Fes?rv A 
Bank’s judgment that consummation of 
the prooosed transaction would b« in the 
public interest and that the application 
should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be m^de <a) before the thirtieth roi-r- 
dar dnv following the effective date of 
this Order or (b) later than three 
months after that date, unless such pe¬ 
riod is extended for good cause bv the 
Beard, or by the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Atlanta pursuant to delegated au¬ 
thority. 

Bv ord^r of the Federal Reserve Bark 
of Atlanta acting under delegated au¬ 
thority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
June 28, 1974. 

[seal] Monroe Kr*FRFr„ 

President. 

[FR Doc.74-15701 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

[Public Notice CM-152] 

NORTHWEST ATLANTIC FISHERIES 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

The United States Commissioners to 
the International Commission for the 
Northwest Atlantic Fisheries (ICNAF) 
and the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries 
Advisory Committee will hold a meeting 
on Monday, July 22, 1974 in Room 2003E 
of the JFK Federal Building in Boston. 
Massachusetts. The meeting, which will 
commence at 10 a.m. and run as long as 
necessary, will be open to the generrl 
public to the capacity of the meeting 
room. The primary purpose of the meet¬ 
ing is a review and discussion of the re¬ 
sults of the Twenty-Fourth Annual Meet¬ 
ing of ICNAF which was held in Hrlifax. 
Canada from June 4 through 14. 1974, 
including scientific, regulatory, and en¬ 
forcement aspects. If time permits a gen¬ 
eral discussion will also be held on future 
ICNAF activities, including preliminary 
consideration of a special Meeting of 
ICNAF Panel 5, which will be held in the 
fall. This notice is given in accordance 
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with section 10(d) of the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act (P.L. 92-463). 

Dated: July 8. 1974. 

William L. Sullivan. Jr. t 

Acting Coordinator of 

Ocean Affairs . 
(FR Doc.74-15943 Filed 7-9-74; 10:01 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD 
Notice of Meetings 

July 2, 1974. 

The Air Force Systems Command 
Space and Missile Systems Advisory 
Group will hold a closed meeting on 
July 24. 1974, from 8:30 a.m. until 5 p.m., 
and on July 25.1974. from 9:30 a.m. until 
1 p.m.. at Headquarters, Space and Mis¬ 
sile Systems Organization (SAMSO), Los 
Angeles Air Force Station, California. 

The Group will receive classified brief¬ 
ings and hold classified discussions on 
SAMSO programs. 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Geophysics Panel Tack Group on Meteo¬ 
rological Effects on Microwave Propaga¬ 
tion will hold a closed meeting on July 30, 
1974, from 8 a.m. until 5 p.m., at L. G. 
Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts. 

The Task Group will receive informa¬ 
tional briefings and conduct classified 
discussions regarding meteorological ef¬ 
fects on microwave systems. 

The Air Force Systems Command For¬ 
eign Technology Division Advisory Group 
will hold a closed meeting on August 15, 
1974, from 8:30 a.m. until 5 p.m., and 
on August 16, 1974, from 8 a.m. until 1 
p.m., at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, Ohio. 

The group will receive classified brief¬ 
ings and hold classified discussions on 
Foreign Technology Division analysis 
methods. 

For further information on these meet¬ 
ings, contact the USAF Scientific Ad¬ 
visory Board Secretariat at 202-697-8404. 

Stanley L. Roberts, 
Colonel, USAF Chief, Legisla¬ 
tive Division, Office of The 
Judge Advocate General. 

[FRDoc.74-15708 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
]NM 201761 
NEW MEXICO 
Pipeline Application 

July 1, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16. 1973 (87 Stat. 
576). El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for a 4Vfe inch natural gas pipe¬ 
line right-of-way across the following 
land: 


New Mexico Principal Mhmdlan, 

New Mexico 

T. 21 S.. R. 29 E., 

Sec. 5, lots 8. 9. 10 and 15. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 0.410 miles of national resource 
land in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding wilh consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell. New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations . 

[FR Doc.74-16745 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[NM 21865] 

NEW MEXICO 
Pipeline Application 

July 1, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for two 4Mz-inch natural gas 
pipelines right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, 
New Mexico 

T. 22 S.. R. 22 E.. 

Sec. 20, SE^SWtt; 

Sec. 29, NEy 4 NW»4. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across .379 miles of national resource 
lands in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so. under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc.74-15746 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am| 


(NM 21812, 21857, 21858, 21830-63; 21900-05J 

NEW MEXICO 
Pipeline Applications 

June 28, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16. 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for thirteen 4^-inch natural gas 
pipelines right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing lands: 


New Mexico Principal Meridian, New 
Mexico 

T. 24 N.. R. 3 W.. 

Sec. 12, SEV 4 SE%; 

Sec. 13. NE»4NEV4- 
T. 25 N., R 6 W.. 

Sec. 11. NE^SW^ and NWi;SEft; 

Sec. 14. NE»4NE'/ 4 . 

T. 27 N., R. 6 W , 

Sec. 11, W«4NWy 4 . 

T. 25 N., R. 7 W . 

Sec. 13, SW%NW»4. N&8WV4 and SEft 
SW%; 

Sec. 22. SE»/ 4 SEVi; 

Sec. 23, SWViSWVi; 

Sec. 26. NW’4NWy 4 and SW%SE4; 

Sec. 27. E%NEJ4 and E^SWy*; 

Sec. 28. SE^SE^; 

Sec. 33, NE^NEVi; 

Sec. 34. NWV 4 NWV 4 ; 

Sec. 35. N* 4 NE Va • - 
T. 27 N.. 7 W.. 

Sec. 6. swy 4 sw» 4 . 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 3.300 miles of national resource 
lands in Rio Arriba County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 3550 
Pan American Freeway, Albuquerque. 
NM 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc.74-16747 Filed 7-8-74;8:45 am] 


[NM 21140. 21141 and 21283] 

NEW MEXICO 
Pipeline Applications 

July 2, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576). El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for two 4V£-inch and one 8%- 
inch natural gas pipelines rights-of-way 
across the following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New 
Mexico 

T. 23 S.. R. 25 E.. 

Sec. 11, SE *4 NEV4; 

Sec. 12, SEy 4 NW>4 and NWftSW^. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 0.551 miles of national resource 
land in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief. Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

(FR Doc.74-15748 Filed 7-9-74;8:46 am] 
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Nst'onzl Paik Service 

ARCHES NATIONAL PARK, UTAH 

Public Hearings Regarding Wilderness 
Proposal 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the provisions of the Act of Novem¬ 
ber 12. 1971 (85 Stat. 422; 423; 16 U.S.C. 
272; 272d), and in accordance with De¬ 
partment 1 procedures as identified in 
43 CPR 19.5 that pu lie hearings will 
be held beginning at 9 a m. on August 13. 
1974, in the Star Hall, 127 East Center 
Street, Moab, Utah, and beginning at 
2 p m. on Aurust 15. 1974. in Room 106 
of the State Office Budding, State Capi¬ 
tol, Salt Lake City, Ut h. for the purpose 
of receiving comments and suggestions 
as to the rppropriateness of a proposal 
for the establishment of wilderness com¬ 
prising about 39.680 acres within the 
Arches National Park, Utah. 

A packet containing a preliminary 
wilderness study report, and providing 
additional information about the pro¬ 
posal, may be obtained fr the Superin¬ 
tendent, Arches National Park, 446 South 
Main Street, Mo.ib, Utah 84532, or from 
the Regional Director, Rocky Mountain 
Region, National P^rk Service. P.O. Box 
25287, 655 Parfet Street, Denver, Colo¬ 
rado 80225. 

A description of the preliminary 
boundaries and a m p of the areas pro¬ 
posed for establishment as wilderness are 
available for review in the above offices 
and in the office of ihe Assistant to the 
Regional Director, State of Utah, Na¬ 
tional Park Sen ice. Room 2207. 125 
South State Strret, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
and in Room 1210 of the Department of 
the Interior Building at 18th and C 
Streets NW., Washington, D.C, 

Interested individuals, representatives 
of organizations and pullic officials are 
invited to express their viiws in person 
at the aforementioned public hearings, 
provided they notify the Hearing Officer, 
in care of the Superintendent, Arches 
National Park, 44C South Main Street. 
Moab. Utah 84532, by August 9, 1974, of 
their desire to appear. Those not wish¬ 
ing to appear in person may submit 
written statements on the wilderness 
proposal to the Hearing Officer at that, 
address for inclusion in the official record 
which will be held open for written state¬ 
ments until September 16, 1974. 

Time limitations may make it neces¬ 
sary to limit the length of oral presenta¬ 
tions and to restrict to one person the 
presentation made in behalf of an orga¬ 
nization. An oral statement may, how¬ 
ever, be supplemented by a more com¬ 
plete written statement which may be 
submitted to the Hearing Office at the 
time of presentation of the oral state¬ 
ment. Written statements presented in 
person at the hearings will be considered 
for Inclusion in the transcribed hearings 
record. However, r 11 materials so pre¬ 
sented at the hearings shall be subject 
to determinations that they are appro¬ 
priate for inclusion in the transcribed 
hearings record. To the extent that time 
is available after presentation of oral 
statements by those who have given the 


required advance notice, the Hearing 
Officer will give others present an op¬ 
portunity to be heard. 

After an explanation of the proposal 
by a representative of the National Park 
Service, the Hearing Officer, insofar as 
possible will adhere to the following order 
in calling for the presentation of oral 
statements: 

(1) Governor of the State or his rep¬ 
resentative. 

(2) Members of Congress. 

(3> Members of the State Legislature. 

(4) Official representative of the coun¬ 

ties in which the proposed wilderness is 
located. % 

(5) Officials of other Federal agencies 
or public bodies. 

( 6) Organizations in alphabetical 
order. 

(7) Individuals in alphabetical order. 

(8) Others not giving advance notice, 
to the extent there is remaining time. 

Dated: July 1, 1974. 

Richard C. Curry, 
Associate Director, 
National Park Sen ice 

[PR Doc.74-15601 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


CANYONLANDS NATIONAL PARK, UTAH 

Public Hearings Regarding Wilderness 
Proposal 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the provisions of the Act of No¬ 
vember 12, 1971 (85 Stat. 421: 16 U.S.C. 
271: 271e), and in accordance with De¬ 
partmental procedures as identified in 
43 CFR 19.5 that public hearings will 
be held beginning at 9 a.m. on August 12, 
1974, in the Monticello Library, 266 
North Main Street, Monticello, Utah; 
and beginning at 7:30 p.m. on August 12, 
1974, in the Star Hall, 127 East Center 
Street, Moab, Utah; and beginning at 9 
a.m. on August 15, 1974, in Room 106 of 
the State Office Building, State Capitol, 
Salt Lake City, Utah, for the purpose of 
receiving comments and suggestions as 
to the appropriateness of a proposal for 
the establishment of wilderness com¬ 
prising about 250,700 acres within the 
Canyonlands National Park, Utah. 

A packet containing a preliminary 
wilderness study report, and providing 
additional information about the pro¬ 
posal, may be obtained from the Super¬ 
intendent, Canyonlands National Park, 
446 South Main Street, Moab, Utah 
84532, or from the Regional Director, 
Rocky Mountain Region, National Park 
Service, P.O. Box 25287, 655 Parfet 
Street, Denver. Colorado 80225. 

A description of the preliminary boun¬ 
daries and a map of the areas proposed 
for establishment as wilderness are 
available for review in the above offices 
and in the office of the Assistant to the 
Regional Director, State of Utah, Na¬ 
tional Park Service, Room 2207, 125 
South State Street, Salt Lake City. Utah, 
and in Room 1210 of the Department of 
the Interior Building, at 18th and C 
Streets NW., Washington, D.C. 

Interested individuals, representatives 
of organizations and public officials are 


invited to express their views in person 
at the aforementioned public healings, 
provided they notify the Hearing Officer, 
in care of the Superintendent, Canyon¬ 
lands National Park, 446 South Main 
Street. Moab, Utah 81532, by August 9. 
1974, of their desire to appear. Those not 
wishing to appear in person may submit 
written statements on the wilderress 
proposal to the Hearing Officer at that 
address for inclusion in the offici-1 rec¬ 
ord which will be held open for written 
statements until September 16. 1974. 

Time limitations may make It neces¬ 
sary to limit the length of oral presen¬ 
tations and to restrict to one person the 
presentation made in behalf of an or¬ 
ganization. An oral statement may, how¬ 
ever, be supplemented by a more com¬ 
plete written statement which may he 
submitted to the Hearing Officer at the 
time of presentation of the oral state¬ 
ment. Written statements presented in 
person at the hearings will he considered 
for inclusion in the transcribed hearing" 
record. However, all materials so pre¬ 
sented at the hearings shall be subject to 
determinations that they are apnrorri- 
ate for inclusion in the transcribed head¬ 
ings record To the extant that tine h 
available after presentation of oral 
statements by those who have given the 
required advance notice, the Hearing 
Officer will give others present an oppor¬ 
tunity to be he<ird. 

After an explanation of the propos'd 
by a representative of the National Park 
Service, th* Hearing Officer, insofar as 
possible will adhere to the following cr- 
d«r in calling for the presentation of oral 
statements: 

(1) Governor of the State or his rep¬ 
resentative. 

(2) Members of Congress. 

(**) Members of the State Legislature. 

(4> Official representative of the coun¬ 
ties in which the proposed wilderness is 
located. 

(5> Officials of other Federal agencies 
or nublic bodies. 

(6) Organizations in alphabetical or¬ 
der. 

(7) Individuals in alphabetical order. 

(8) Others not giving advance notice, 
to the extent there is remaining time. 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Richard C. Curry. 

Associate Director, 
National Park Service . 

[FR Doc.74-15602 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


CAPITOL REEF NATIONAL PARK, UTAH 

Public Hearings Regarding Wilderness 
Proposal 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the provisions of the Act of Decem¬ 
ber 18. 1971 (85 Stat. 739, 740; 16 U.S.C. 
273: 273d), and in accordance with De¬ 
partmental procedures as identified in 
43 CFR 19.5 that public hearings will be 
held beginning at 9 a.m. on August 14, 
1974, in the Loa Elementary School, Loa, 
Utah, and beginning at 9 a.m. on Au¬ 
gust 16, 1974, in Room 106 of the State 
Office Building, State Capitol, Salt Lake 
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City. Utah, for the purpose of receiving 
comments and suggestions as to the ap¬ 
propriateness of a proposal for the es¬ 
tablishment of wilderness comprising 
about 181.230 acres within the Capitol 
Reef National Park, Utah. 

A packet containing a preliminary 
wilderness study report, and providing 
additional information about the pro¬ 
posal, may be obtained from the Super¬ 
intendent. Capitol Reef National Park, 
Torrey, Utah 84775, or from the Regional 
Director, Rocky Mountain Region, Na¬ 
tional Park Service, P.O. Box 25287. 655 
Parfet Street. Denver, Colorado 80225. 

A description of the preliminary 
boundaries and a map of the areas pro- 
pose4 for establishment as wilderness are 
available for review in the above offices 
and in the office of the Assistant to the 
Regional Director, State of Utah. Na¬ 
tional Park Service, Room 2207.125 South 
State Street. Salt Lake City, Utah, and 
in Room 1210 of the Department of the 
Interior Building at 18th and C Streets 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

Interested individuals, representatives 
of organizations and public officials are 
invited to express their views in person 
at the aforementioned public hearings, 
provided they notify the Hearing Officer, 
in care of the Superintendent, Capital 
Reef National Park, Torrey, Utah 84775, 
by August 9, 1974, of their desire to ap¬ 
pear. Those not wishing to appear in per¬ 
son may submit written statements on 
the wilderness proposal to the Hearing 
Officer at that address for inclusion in 
the official record w’hich will be held open 
for written statements until Septem¬ 
ber 16, 1974. 

Time limitations may make it neces¬ 
sary to limit the length of oral presenta¬ 
tions and to restrict to one person the 
presentation made in behalf of an or¬ 
ganization. An oral statement may. how¬ 
ever, be supplemented by a more com¬ 
plete written statement which may be 
submitted to the Hearing Officer at the 
time of presentation of the oral state¬ 
ment. Written statements presented in 
person at the hearings will be considered 
for inclusion in the transcribed hearings 
record. However, all materials so pre¬ 
sented at the hearings shall be subject to 
determinations that they are appropriate 
for inclusion in the transcribed hearings 
record. To the extent that time is avail¬ 
able after presentation of oral statements 
by those who have given the required ad¬ 
vance notice, the Hearing Officer will give 
others present an opportunity to be 
heard. 

After an explanation of the proposal 
by a representative of the National Park 
Service, the Hearing Officer, insofar as 
possible will adhere to the following order 
in calling for the presentation of oral 
statements: 

(1) Governor of the State or his 
representative. 

(2) Members of Congress. 

<3) Members of the State Legislature. 

(4) Official representative of the 
counties in which the proposed wilder¬ 
ness is located. 

(5) Officials of other Federal agencies 
or public bodies. 


(6) Organizations in alphabetical 
order. 

(7) Individuals in alphabetical order. 

(8) Others not giving advance notice, 
to the extent there is remaining time. 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Richard C. Cijrry, 
Associate Director , 
National Park Service . 

I PR Doc.74-15603 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 
[Docket No. M74-134J 
BISHOP COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice Ls hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 (c) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969. 30 U.S.C. section 
861 (c) (1970>, Bishop Coal Company has 
filed a petition to modify the application 
of 30 CFR 75.305 to its Bishop #34 Mine, 
McDowell County, West Virginia. 

30 CFR 75.305 reads in pertinent part 
as follows: 

In addition to the pre-shift and daily ex¬ 
aminations required by this Subpart D. 
examinations for hazardous conditions, in¬ 
cluding tests for methane, and fer compli¬ 
ance with the mandatory health or safety 
standards, shall be made at least once each 
week by a certified person designated by the 
operator In the return of each split of air 
where It enters the main return, on pillar 
falls, at seals, in the main return, at least 
one entry of each Intake and return aircourse 
In its entirety, idle workings, and. insofar 
as safety considerations permit, abandoned 
areas. Such weekly examination need not 
be made during any week In which the mine 
is idle for the entire week, except that such 
examination shall be made before any other 
miner returns to the mine. The person mak¬ 
ing such examinations and tests shall place 
his Initials and the date and time at the 
places examined, and if any hazardous con¬ 
dition is found, such condition shall be re¬ 
ported to the operator promptly. Any 
hazardous condition shall be corrected Im¬ 
mediately. If such condition creates an Im¬ 
minent danger, the operator shall withdraw 
all persons from the area affected by such 
condition to a safe area, except those persons 
referred to in section 104(d) of this Act. 
until such danger Is abated. 

In support of its position to secure a 
waiver of 30 CFR 75.305, Petitioner states 
that: 

1. On the S-10 and Murry Entry Sec¬ 
tions, both of which use split ventilation, 
one set of returns oi each section is 
blocked by very large rock falls, which 
prevent traveling the return in their en¬ 
tirety. These falls do not block the pas¬ 
sage of air. 

2. The other return leading from each 
section is travelable and each is the 
designated escapeway. 

3. The blocked returns can be traveled 
from each end and up to the rock falls. 

4. Accident statistics indicate that one 
of the most dangerous acts in the mine 
is cleaning up large rock falls which is 
exactly what has to be done on these two 
sections in order to comply with the law. 

5. Both of these sections can be 


ventilated with a single split of air which 
allows the blocked returns to be closed 
off and not be used as returns. 

Petitioner’s proposal is supported by 
exhibits detailing the ventilation system 
of the subject mine. 

Petitioner asserts that its proposed 
alternative will at all times afford the 
same protection as the application of the 
mandatory standard. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before August 9. 
1974. Such requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Hearings Division, U S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies 
of the petition are available for inspec¬ 
tion at that address. 

James R. Richards, 

Director, 

Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
June 26, 1974. 

|FR Doc.74-15711 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. M74-138J 

ISLAND CREEK COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969. 30 U.S.C. section 861 
(c) (1970). Island Creek Coal Company 
has filed a petition to modify the applica¬ 
tion of 30 CFR 75.1405 to its Fies Mine 
located in Madisonville, Hopkins County, 
Kentucky. 

Title 30 CFR 75.1405 provides: 

All haulage equipment acquired by an 
operator of a coal mine on or after March 30, 
1971, shall be equipped with automatic 
couplers which couple by Impact and un¬ 
couple without the necessity of persons going 
between the ends of such equipment. All 
haulage equipment without automatic cou¬ 
plers in use in a mine on March 30, 1970. 
shall also be so equipped within 4 years after 
March 30. 1970. 

In support of its petition to secure a 
waiver of 30 CFR 75.1405 Petitioner 
states in pertinent part that: 

1. Section 75.1405 1 of the Regulations 
issued by the Secretary and pertaining 
to the above provides: 

The requirement of 75.1405 with respect to 
automatic couplers applies only to track 
haulage cars which are regularly coupled and 
uncoupled. 

2. On March 27, 1974, MESA informed 
Petitioner that, contrary to earlier prac¬ 
tice, § 314(f) would, effective March 30. 
1974, be deemed applicable and would be 
enforced with respect to mines utilizing 
a combination belt and track haulage 
system and to all vehicles used on track 
even if equipped for off track use. Said 
application will result in a diminution of 
safety to the miners in Petitioner’s mine. 

3. Petitioner’s mine employs a track 
coal haulage system together with a belt 
coal haulage system. The main line track 
coal haulage system is presently using an 
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automatic type coupler on cars which are 
regularly coupled and uncoupled. 

4. Because of the belt system, Peti¬ 
tioner’s mine is characterized by entries 
having a relatively narrower radius of 
curve, vertical curves, a less uniformly 
even bottom, and lighter weight rails 
than mines using a total track haulage 
system. 

5. The cumulative effect of the fore¬ 
going characteristics on automatic cou¬ 
plers is to make them susceptible to 
accidental uncoupling, to reduce their 
reliability, and consequently to increase 
the probability of derailments. 

6. Track haulage cars used for trans¬ 
porting supplies, men and coal in Peti¬ 
tioner’s mine are not regularly coupled 
and uncounled as the maiority of all trips 
are coupled before entering the mine and 
not uncounled ^rior to returning from 
said trip. Supplies are unloaded directlv 
from the cars while on track, and all coal 
haulage trips do not necessitate uncou¬ 
pling and recouping during any trip. 

7. All of Petitioner’s cars in its mine 
are equipped with retractable rubber 
wheels which enable them to be used both 
on and off track. Because of the fixed 
position of the wh^ls, the cars have 
limited maneuveriUtv off track and. as 
a consequence, if emiinned with auto¬ 
matic couplers wou’d in °lmost every in¬ 
stance reouire a min*r to get between 
vehicles in order effect the proper 
alignment for cousin". In addition, off 
track use of rubber/rail vehicles tends to 
cause excessive w°ar on qiffomatic cou¬ 
plers further redu^ng th*ir reliability. 

8. Petitioner's e~uinm°nt current!? u>es 
link-and-^in couplers on its track equip¬ 
ment which penally enable the miner to 
insert the pin without physically posi¬ 
tioning himself between vehicles. Said 
system, furthermore, a^ows closer and 
more accessible infection of coupling 
parts than possible with automatic cou¬ 
plers which would aid in the prevention 
of coupling fnhu^e. 

9. Petitioner s f a^s that its training 
program s^fetv record using the 
present cou^lin^ «?v~t o m has been excel¬ 
lent in the suhje"* mine. 

10. Because of the foregoing facts, in¬ 
stallation of automatic couplers on all 
equipment us°d on track in Petitioner’s 
mines would diminish safety and. in fact, 
create hazards or the ri^k of hazards not 
now present. 

11. Petitioner mlor to Ma^h 27. 1974, 
was expressly advised by MESA that its 
mine did not require automatic couplers 
on its equi^m^nt us*~d for purposes other 
than coal haulage. As a result, personnel 
and supply han^age e r ’uinm' > nt acouired 
by Petitioner since March 30, 1971, and 
in use on that de fo a~e p^t so equipped. 

Petitioner asserts that its proposed al¬ 
ternatives wifi ct pU tlm°s afford the 
same protection the application of the 
mandatory standard. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before August 9. 
1974. Such requests or comment- must be 
filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 


vard. Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies 
of the petition are available for inspec¬ 
tion at that address. 

James R. Richards, 

Director , 

Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
June 26, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-15710 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. M 74-142] 

ITMANN COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. § 861(c) 
(1970), Itmann Coal Company has filed 
a petition to modify the application of 
30 CFR 75.1105 to its Itmann Nos. 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 Mines located in Wyoming County, 
West Virginia. 

Title 30 CFR 75.1105 reads in pertinent 
part as follows: 

Underground transformer stations, bat¬ 
tery-charging stations, substations, compres¬ 
sor stations, shops, and permanent pumps 
shall lie housed in fireproof structures or 
areas. Air currents used to ventilate struc¬ 
tures or areas enclosing electrical Installa¬ 
tions shall be coursed directly Into the re¬ 
turn. Other underground structures Installed 
In a coal mine as the Secretary may pre¬ 
scribe shall be of fireproof construction. 

The Itmann Coal Company seeks mod¬ 
ification of that portion of §75.1105 
which stipulates “Air currents .used to 
ventilate structures or areas enclosing 
electrical installations shall be coursed 
directly into the return.” 

In support of its petition to secure a 
waiver of 30 CFR 75.1105 Petitioner 
states in pertinent part that: 

(1) Due to the very large number rf 
instalat'ons to be vented to the return, 
the loss of the vented air from the faces 
and belt lines could create a more serious 
problem th?n that posed by the sub¬ 
stations not being vented. 

(2) On the retreat longwall section, 
there is no return fer venting. 

<3) This mine was developed prior to 
the 1969 Health and Safety Act ard 
therefore only has one ercapeway In the 
return for quite some distance. Th’s 
sing^ escapeway could become smoke 
filled from a fire on a substation. 

(4) Mst cf th r se units were instal'ed 
prior to the 1969 law and were not posi¬ 
tioned so as to be conveniently vented 
to the return. Rock falls an • go*'b^ i 
rock also make venting very difficult in 
many cases. 

Plastered cement block walls (a 
minimum of 4" thick bl ck> will be used 
to enclose the area in which the struc¬ 
ture is installed (th? rectifiers an'Vor 
transformers referred to ore dry-t’pe 
and enclosed in a fire proof structure of 
its own). 

(6) Two steel do rs approximately 
32" x 32" wi’l be installed in such a 
manner as to p~rmit an a’r current to 
pass through the structure and which 


will close automatically when the frsed 
link separates at 160 decrees F. 

(7) All electrical cables will be mor¬ 
tared in the wall of the enclosure. 

(8) The inside of the enclosure will be 
well rockdusted and kept free from ac- 
cumu'ati n of combustible m~t c r al. 

(9) Additional fire pr"te°tion wfii be 
provided on the outside of the structure 
as required bv Federal Regulation 
75.1100-2 regarding a fire extinguisher 
and a supply of rock dust. 

Petitioner asserts that its proposed al¬ 
ternative will at all times afford the 
same protection as the application cf the 
mandatory standard. 

Persons interested in this petitl n m*y 
request a hearing on the petition or 
furnish comments on or before August 9, 
1974. Such rcouests or comments mu*t 
be filed with the Office of Hearings a^d 
Appeals. Hearings Division, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior. 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard Arlington. Virginia 22203. Cop'es of 
the petition are available for inspection 
at that address. 

James R. Richards. 

Director, Office o* 
Hearings and Appeals. 

June 26, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-15700 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. M 74-84] 

UNITED STATES FUEL CO. 

Amendment to Petition 1 for Modification 

of Application of Mandatory Safety 

Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 
301(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health 
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. section 
861 (c) (1970), United States Fuel Com¬ 
pany has filed an amended petition 
to modify the application of 30 CFR 
75.1405 to its King Mine located at Hia¬ 
watha, Utah. 

Title 30 CFR 75.1405 provides: 

All hAulage equipment acquired by an 
operator or a coal mine on or after March 3^, 
1971, shall be equipped with automatic 
couplers which couple by impact and un¬ 
couple without the necessity of person's 
going between the ends of such equipment. 
All haulage equipment without automatic 
couplers In u?e In a mine on March 30, 1970. 
shall also be so equipped within 4 years after 
March 30, 1970. 

In support of its amendment to the 
petition, Petit oner states: 

(1) At this time it i> not necessary nor 
is it the practice for men to couple or 
uncouple cars while the cars are in mo¬ 
tion. However, Petitioner proposes the 
following method which will insure 
against tills possibility and insure at 
least equal protection and safety for 
mine employees. 

(2) Underground location — second 
west parting. A. The motornoan presently 
uncouples the locomotive from a trip of 


1 Petitioner’s original petition appeared In 
Federal Register, Vol. 39, No. 82—Friday, 
AprU 28, 1974. at 14784. 
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30 loaded cars by means of a remotely 
controlled pin puller. He then switches 
the locomotive to an adjacent track and 
couples to a 30-car trip of empty cars. 
Brakeman then pulls the pin and un¬ 
couples the safety chain on the fifteenth 
car of the loaded trip. It is not possible 
for cars to move while he is pulling the 
pin because of the grade of the track and 
because no locomotive is attached to the 

trip. _ . . 

B. The empty cars are coupled in a 
like manner and only after the motor- 
man has switched his locomotive over to 
the adjacent track. 

C. Even though there is good visibility 
between the brakeman and motorman. 
Petitioner proposes to install a signal 
light and a control switch for the light 
which can only be energized by the 
motorman after he has switched the 
locomotive to the adjacent track. The 
brakeman will have strict orders to never 
pull the car pin before the signal light 
is on. He will be observed periodically 
by Company officials and U.M.W.A. 
safety committeemen to insure that out¬ 
lined procedures are followed. 

(3) Surface location near dump on 
tipple bridge . A. Five cars are neces¬ 
sarily left at the dump on the tipple 
bridge so that when the car spotter is 
engaged the new fifteen-car trip can be 
moved into the rotary dump. 

B. The present procedure is to move 
the new trip towards the five cars on 
the dump by means of a rope hoist with 
an automatic limit switch de-energizing 
the hoist as the trio reaches the coupling 
point. It is possible, but absolutely un¬ 
necessary, for the dump operator to get 
between the cars before they come com¬ 
pletely to rest. 

C. Petitioner now proposes to elimi¬ 
nate the automatic limit switch and pro¬ 
vide a manual control switch twenty 
feet from the coupling point. It will be 
necessary for the operator to depress the 
manual switch until the cars are in a 
position to be coupled. This will insure 
against the remote possibility that he 
can get between the cars while they are 
moving. 

(4) We respectfully submit that this 
arrangement will provide no less than 
an equal degree of safety for the miners 
than provided by regulation 30 CFR 
75.1405. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or 
furnish comments on or before August 9, 
1974. Such requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Hearings Division. U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 6432 Federal Build¬ 
ing. Salt Lake City, Utah 84138. Copies 
of the petition are available for inspec¬ 
tion at that address. 

James R. Richards, 

Director , 

Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
June 26.1974. 

|PR Doc.74-15712 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
GRAIN STANDARDS 
Illinois Grain Inspection Point 

On March 29,1974. there was published 
in the Federal Register (39 FR 14980) 
a notice announcing a request by the 
Schneider Inspection Service. Cedar 
Lake, Indiana, that its assignment of 
inspection area be amended to add 
Sheldon, Illinois, as a designated Inspec¬ 
tion point. Interested persons were given 
until May 29, 1974. to submit written 
views and comments with respect to the 
proposed amendment. 

One comment was received from a 
neighboring official inspection agency 
which did not oppose the request by the 
Schneider Inspection Service. 

After due consideration of the sub¬ 
mission made pursuant to the notice of 
March 29, 1974, and all other relevant 
matters, notice is hereby given pursuant 
to § 26.99 of the regulations (7 CFR 
26.99) under the U.S. Grain Standards 
Act (7 U.S.C. 71 et seq.) that the desig¬ 
nated inspection area assignment of the 
Schneider Inspection Service, Cedar 
Lake. Indiana, is amended to add Shel¬ 
don, Illinois, as a designated inspection 
point. 

(Sec. 7, 39 Stat. 482. as amended 82 Stat. 764; 
7 US.C. 79(f); 37 FR 28464 and 28476.) 

Effective date. This notice shall be¬ 
come effective July 10,1974. 

Done in Washington, D.C. on July 5, 
1974. 

John C. Blum, 
Acting Administrator. 

[FR Doc.74-15771 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


Farmers Home Administration 

INTEREST SUBSIDY PAYMENTS AND 
INTEREST RATES TO BORROWERS 

Information to Supplement and Implement 
Provisions 

The notice which carries the subject 
heading and which was published in the 
Federal Register issued November 1, 
1973 (38 FR 30117) is cancelled. The ma¬ 
terial covered in that notice is now con¬ 
tained in 7 CFR 1843.3. 

(7 UJS.C. 1989; delegation of authority by the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 38 FR 14944. 14948. 
7 CFR 2.23; delegation of authority by the 
Assistant Secretary for Rural Development, 
38 FR 14944. 14952, 7 CFR 2.70) 

Effective date . This notice shall be ef¬ 
fective at the close of business on June 30, 
1974. 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Frank B. Elliott, 

Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 
[FR Doc.74-15703 Filed 7-9-74;8:46 am] 


Forest Service 

MULTIPLE USE PLAN, CALLAHAN 
PLANNING UNIT, MONTANA 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. the Forest Service. Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi¬ 
ronmental statement for Callahan Plan¬ 
ning Unit, Forest Service Report Number 
USDA-FS-DES (Adm) Rl-75-1. 

The environmental statement con¬ 
cerns a proposed implementation of a re¬ 
vised mulitple use plan for the Callahan 
Planning Unit, Troy Ranger District, 
Kootenai National Forest, and located in 
Lincoln County, Montana. The proposal 
affects approximately 54,391 acres of Na¬ 
tional Forest lands which have been 
stratified into eight management situa¬ 
tions or units with similar resource im¬ 
plications. 

This draft environmental statement 
was filed with CEQ on July 1.1974. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA Forest Service 

South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3231 

12th St. and Independence Ave., SW 

Washington. DC 20250 

USDA Forest Service 

Northern Region 

Federal Bulldintr 

Missoula. MT 59801 

USDA Forest Service 

Kootenai National Forest 

418 Mineral Avenue 

Libby. MT 59923 

USDA Forest Service 

Troy Ranger District 

Troy Ranger Station 

Troy, MT 59935 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super¬ 
visor Floyd J. Marita. Kootenai National 
Forest, Box AS. Libby. MT 59923. 

Copies of the environmental state¬ 
ment have been sent to various Federal, 
state, and local agencies as outlined in 
the CEQ guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public 
and from state and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional in¬ 
formation should be addressed to Forest 
Supervisor Floyd J. Marita. Kootenai 
National Forest, Box AS, Libby, MT 
59923. Comments must be received by 
September 2, 1974 in order to be con¬ 
sidered in the preparation of the final 
environmental statement. 

Dated July 1, 1974. 

Keith M. Thompson. 

Acting Regional Forester , 
Northern Region, Forest Service, 

[FR Doc.74-15714 Filed 7-0-74;8:45 am] 
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Soil Conservation Service 

CANEY CREEK WATERSHED PROJECT, 
KENTUCKY 

Availability of Final Environmental Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Soil Conservation Service. U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, has prepared 
a final environment? 1 impact statement 
for the Caney Creek Watershed Project, 
Grayson and Ohio Counties, Kentucky, 
USDA-SCS-ES-WS-( ADM) -73-47 (F>. 

The environmental impact statement 
concerns a plan for watershed protec¬ 
tion, flood prevention, municipal and 
industrial water supply, and recreation. 
The planned works of improvement re¬ 
maining to be installed provide for con¬ 
servation land treatment, two floodwater 
retarding structures, recreational facili¬ 
ties on one development, and modifica¬ 
tion of about 18 miles of intermittent 
channel. 

The final environmental impact state¬ 
ment has been filed with the Council on 
Environmental Quality. 

A limited supply is available at the fol¬ 
lowing location to fill single copy re¬ 
quests: Soil Conservation Service, USDA, 
333 Waller Avenue. Lexington, Kentucky 
40504. 

Willi \m B. Davey. 

Devuty Administrator for Water 
Resources, Soil Conservation 
Service. 

June 27, 1974. 

(Catalog of Fed'r 1 ! Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, National Archives 
Reference S rvlces.) 

|FR Doc.74-15713 File! 7-9*71;0:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Marit T me Administration 

RECONSTRUCTION TO MODIFY THE 

MAIN PROPULSON SHAFT SYSTEM 

Computation of Fore'gn Cost 

Notice is hereby given of the intent of 
the Maritime Subsidy Board to compute 
the estimated foreign cost for reconstruc¬ 
tion to modify the main propulsion shaft 
system on vessels identified as MA De¬ 
sign C8-S-81b, pursuant to the provisions 
of section 502(b) of the Merchant Mar¬ 
ine Act, 1936, as amended. 

Any person, firm or corporation having 
any interest (within the meaning of sec¬ 
tion 502(b)) in such computations may 
file written statements by close of busi¬ 
ness on July 15, 1974 with the Secretary, 
Maritime Subsidy Board, Maritime Ad¬ 
ministration, Room 3099B, Department 
of Commerce Building. 14th and E 
Streets, NW, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Dated: July 8, 1974. 

By order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board, Maritime Administration. 

James S. Dawson. Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15933 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ain| 


Office of the Secretary 

CTAB PANEL ON PROJECT 
INDEPENDENCE BLUEPRINT 

Notice of Change in Meeting Location 

Notice was published in the Federal 
Recister, VoI. 39. No. 122, on Monday, 
June 24, 1974 of a series of meetings to 
be held by the Commerce Technical Ad¬ 
visory Board Project Independence Blue¬ 
print. 

This notice is to advise that the place 
for the meetings scheduled for July 16, 
17, and 18, 1974 has been changed and 
these meetings are now to be held at the 
National Bureau of Standards, Boulder 
Laboratory. Boulder, Colorado in the 
Radio Building. These meetings are still 
scheduled from 9:30 a m. to 5 p.m. on 
these days. 

There are no other changes in times 
and places of the meetings mentioned 
in the original notice of June 24, 1974. 

A limited number of seats will be avail¬ 
able to the press and to the public. The 
public will be permitted to file written 
statements or inquiries with the Chair¬ 
man before or after each meeting. 

Persons desiring further infoimation 
on the Panel or on individual meetings 
should contact Mr. Frank Castellon, 
Room 3877, U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, 14th and Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C.; telephone (202) 
967-3668. 

Dated: July 5,1974. 

Betsy Ancker-Johnson. 

Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 

(FR Doc.74-15818 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
Food and Drug Administration 

(FAP 4B2355J 

AMMERAAL WEVERJIN 

Notice o; Filing of Petition for Food 
A ditive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b) 
(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 4B2955) has been filed by Am- 
mera^l Weverjin, Industrieweg 406, 
Wormerveer, Holland, praposing that the 
food additive regulations (21 CFR Part 
121) be amended to provide for safe 
use of phopylene glycol azelate as a plas¬ 
ticizer in polyvinyl chloride coatings for 
reusable articles intended to contact 
food. 

The environmental impact analysis 
report and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive will not have a significant environ¬ 
mental impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis rerort may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 6-86, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 


during working hours. Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Howard R. Roberts, 
Acting Director, 
Bureau of Foods. 
(FR Doc.74 15741 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[FAP 4B3018] 

CALGON CORP. 

Notice of Fil : ng of Petition for Food 
A--’ditive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 499 
(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786: 21 U.S.C. 343(b) 
(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 4B3018) has been filed by Crl 
gon Corn., Crlgon Center, Box I'M* 
Pittsburgh, PA 15230, proposing that 
§ 121.2526 Components of paper and 
paperboard in contact zeith aqueous and 
fatty foods (21 CFR 121.2526) b? 
amended to provide for safe me of di¬ 
al* ldietlv lammonium chloride polymer 
with acrylamide, potassium acrylate, and 
dLllyldimethylammonium chloride as a 
retention aid in the manufacture of 
paper and paperboard intended for food- 
contact use. 

The cnviranmental impact analysis 
report and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive wTl not h~ve a significant environ¬ 
mental Impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com- 
miisioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 6 - 86 , 
5399 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 
during working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: July 1.1974. 

Howard R. Roberts, 

Acting Director, 
Bureau of Foods. 

(FR Doc.74 15742 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am| 


[FAP 3B2906] 

CIDA-GEIGY CORP. 

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Furcuant to provisions of the Federal 
Focd, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 400 
<b>, 72 Stat. 1786: 21 U.S.C. 318(b)), 
the following notice is issued : 

In accordance with § 121.52 With¬ 
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Ciba-Geigy Corp., 
Ards’ey, NY 10520, has withdrawn its 
petition (FAP 3B2906). notice of which 
was published in the Federal Register 
of October 17. 1973 (39 FR 28857), pro¬ 
posing that § 121.2564 Ethyleneacryl c 
acid copolymers (21 CFR 121.2564) be 
amended to provide for safe use of octa- 
decyl 3,5-di-tert-butyl-4-hydroxyhydro- 
cinnamate as an antioxidant and/or 
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stabilizer in ethyleneacryllc acid copoly¬ 
mers that contact food. 

Dated: July 1, 1974. 

Howard R. Roberts, 

Acting Director, 
Bureau of Foods. 

jFR Doc.74-16740 Filed 7-9-74;8:46 am] 


fDESl 6697; Docket No. FDC-D-688; NDA 
1 No. 11-702] 

COMBINATION DRUG CONTAINING ME- 
PROBAMATE, ETHOHEPTAZINE CIT¬ 
RATE AND ASPIRIN 

Opportunity for Hearing on Proposal To 
Withdraw Approval of New Drug Appli¬ 
cation 

The National Academy of Sciences- 
National Research Council, Drug Effi¬ 
cacy Study Group evaluated the effec¬ 
tiveness of the drug product described 
below, found the drug to be less than 
effective, and submitted its report to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. Copies 
of that report have previously been made 
publicly available and are on display at 
the office of the Food and Drug Admin¬ 
istration’s Hearing Clerk. After review¬ 
ing the Academy’s report and the avail¬ 
able data and information, the 
Commissioner concluded that the drug is 
less than effective and published his con¬ 
clusion in the Federal Register of Jan¬ 
uary 10. 1970 (35 FR 396) that the drug 
is possibly effective or lacking substan¬ 
tial evidence of effectiveness for its rec¬ 
ommended uses as an analgesic, anti¬ 
anxiety agent, and skeletal muscle 
relaxant. 

That part of NDA 11-702 pertaining 
to Equagesic Tablets containing me¬ 
probamate, ethoheptazine citrate and 
aspirin; Wveth Laboratories, Division of 
American Home Products Corp., P.O. Box 
8299. Philadelphia, PA 19101. 

The initial rating of possibly effective 
for certain indications w?s based on the 
lack of evidence of usef ulness of the com¬ 
ponent ethoheptazine citrate. Subse¬ 
quent to the notice, Wyeth Laboratories 
elected to reformulate, deleting ethohep¬ 
tazine citrate and renaming the drug 
Equagesic-M. Data submitted by the 
firm was reviewed and found to support 
the effectiveness of the combination of 
meprobamate and aspirin in providing 
additional pain relief not obtained when 
aspirin was administered alone, and also 
additional relief of anxiety or tension. 

No new evidence of effectiveness of the 
drug product containing ethoheptazine 
citrate has been submitted. 

Other drugs included in the notice of 
January 10. 1970 have been or will be 
the subject of separate follow-up 
notices. 

On the basis of all of the data and 
information available to him, the Direc¬ 
tor of the Bureau of Drugs is unaware 
of any adequate and well-controlled 
clinical investigation, conducted by ex¬ 
perts qualified by scientific training and 
experience, meeting the requirements of 
section 505 of the Federal Food, Drug, 


and Cosmetic Act <21 U.S.C. 355> and 
21 CFR 314.111(a)(5) and 21 CFR 3.86, 
demonstrating the effectiveness of the 
drug. 

Therefore, notice is given to the hold¬ 
er^) of the new drug application(s) 
and to all other interested persons that 
the Director of the Bureau of Drugs pro¬ 
poses to issue an order under section 
505(e) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355(e)), with¬ 
drawing approval of the new drug ap- 
plication(s) (or if indicated above, those 
parts of the application(s) providing for 
the drug product(s) listed above) and 
all amendments and supplements there¬ 
to on the ground that new informa¬ 
tion before him with respect to the drug 
product(s), evaluated together with 
the evidence available to him at the time 
of approval of the application(s), shows 
there is a lack of substantial evidence 
that the drug product(s) will have the 
effect it purports or is represented to 
have under the conditions of use pre¬ 
scribed, recommended, or suggested in 
the labeling. 

In addition to the holder (s) of the new 
drug application(s) specifically named 
above, this notice of opportunity for 
hearing applies to all persons who manu¬ 
facture or distribute a drug product 
which is identical, related, or similar to a 
drug product named above, as defined in 
21 CFR 310.6. It is the responsibility of 
every drug manufacturer or distributor 
to review this notice of opportunity for 
hearing to determine whether it covers 
any drug product he manufactures or 
distributes. Any person may request an 
opinion of the applicability of this notice 
to a specified drug product he manufac¬ 
tures or distributes that may be identical, 
related, or similar to a drug product 
named in this notice by writing to the 
Food and Drug Administration, Bureau 
of Drugs. Office of Compliance (HFD- 
300), 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 
20852. 

In addition to the ground(s) for the 
proposed withdrawal of approval stated 
above, this notice of opportunity for 
hearing encompasses all issues relating 
to the legal status of the drug products 
subject to it (including identical, related, 
or similar drug products as defined in 
§ 310.6) e.g., any contention that any 
such product is not a new drug because it 
is generally recognized as safe and effec¬ 
tive within the meaning of section 201 (p) 
of the act or because it is exempt from 
part or all of the new drug provisions 
of the act pursuant to the exemption for 
products marketed prior to June 25,1938, 
contained in section 201 (p) of the act, 
or pursuant to section 107(c) of the Drug 
Amendments of 1962; or for any other 
reason. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 505 of the act (21 U.S.C. 355) 
and the regulations promulgated there¬ 
under (21 CFR 310, 314, the applicant(s) 
and all other persons subject to this no¬ 
tice pursuant to 21 CFR 310.6 are hereby 
given an opportunity for a hearing to 
show why approval of the new drug ap- 
plication(s) should not be withdrawn 


and an opportunity to raise, for admin¬ 
istrative determination, all issues relat¬ 
ing to the legal status of a drug product 
named above and of all identical, re¬ 
lated, or similar drug products. 

If an applicant or any other person 
subject to this notice pursuant to 21 CFR 
310.6 elects to avail himself of the op¬ 
portunity for a hearing, he shall file (1) 
on or before August 9, 1974, a written 
notice of appearance and request for 
hearing, and (2) on or before Septem¬ 
ber 9, 1974, the data, information, and 
analyses on which he relies to justify a 
hearing, as specified in 21 CFR 314.200. 
Any other interested person may also 
submit comments on this notice. The pro¬ 
cedures and requirements governing this 
notice of opportunity for hearing, a no¬ 
tice of appearance and request for hear¬ 
ing, a submission of data, information, 
and analyses to justify a hearing, other 
comments, and a grant or denial of hear¬ 
ing, are contained in 21 CFR 130.14 as 
published and discussed in detail in the 
Federal Register of March 13, 1974 (39 
FR 9750), recodified as 21 CFR 314.200 
on March 29,1974 (39 FR 11680). 

The failure of an a pplicant or any other 
person subject to this notice pursuant to 
21 CFR 310.6 to file timely written ap¬ 
pearance and request for hearing as re¬ 
quired by 21 CFR 314.200 constitutes an 
election by such person not to avail him¬ 
self of the opportunity for a hearing con¬ 
cerning the action proposed with respect 
to such drug product and a waiver of any 
contentions concerning the legal status 
of any such drug product. Any such drug 
product may not thereafter lawfully be 
marketed, and the Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration will Initiate appropriate 
regulatory action to remove such drug 
products from the market. Any new drug 
product marketed without an approved 
NDA is subject to regulatory action at 
any time. 

A request for a hearing may not rest 
upon mere allegations or denials, but 
must set forth specific facts showing 
that there is a genuine and substantial Is¬ 
sue of fact that requires a hearing. If 
it conclusively appears from the face of 
the data, information, and factual an¬ 
alyses in the request for the hearing that 
there is no genuine and substantial is¬ 
sue of fact which precludes the with¬ 
drawal of approval of the application, or 
when a request for hearing is not made 
in the required format or with the re¬ 
quired analyses, the Commissioner will 
enter summary judgment against the 
person(s) who requests the hearing, 
making findings and conclusions, deny¬ 
ing a hearing. 

All submissions pursuant to tills notice 
shall be filed In quintuplicate with the 
Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug Admin¬ 
istration (HFC-20), Room 6-86, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852. 

All submissions pursuant to this notice, 
except for data and information pro¬ 
hibited from public disclosure pursuant 
to 21 U.S.C. 331 (j) or 18 U.S.C. 1905, may 
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be seen in the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours, Monday 
through Friday. 

This notice is issued pursuant to pro¬ 
visions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 505, 52 Stat. 1052-53, 
.as amended; 21 U.S.C. 355), and under 


authority delegated to the Director of the 
Bureau of Drugs (21 CFR2.121). 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

J. Richard Crout, 
Director , Bureau of Drugs. 
|FR Doc.74-15739 Filed 7-9-74;8:46 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Hazardous Materials Regulations Board 


SPECIAL PERMITS ISSUED 


Pursuant to Docket No. HM-1, rule-making procedures of the Hazaidous Ma¬ 
terials Regulations Board, issued May 22, 1968 (33 FR 8277) 49 CFR 170 follow- 
during*June 1974^ Special Permits upon which Board action was completed 


Special 

permit 

No. 


Issued to—Subject 


Mode or modes 
of 

transportation 


68S6 

6887 

C8SS 

6689 

6801 

0893 

6809 


Feed Service Corporatio l, Crete. Neb., to transport Phosphoric acid as a 75% sol itiosi 
In two DOT Spedikeation AiC-30.j tank motor vehicles. 

Leonard's Tiuck Service, Fresno. Calif., to transport Phosphoric acid solutions not 
exceeding 76% strength in two MC-303 tank motor vehicles. 

Molasses Truck Service, Stock ton, Calif., to transport Phosphoric acid or solutions 
thereof in MC-303 tank motor vehicles. 

Hughes Aircraft Co., Torrance, Calif., to ship Anhydrous ammonia in nonrefiliable 
srteel pipe, welded closed nt Iwth ends, approximately 1.6 inches inside diameter and 
length not exceeding (10 feet. 

Degussa Inc., New V ork. N. S’., to make one shipment of Hydrogen peroxide solution 
in water not exceeding ,0% hydrogen peroxide by weight in a no.i-DOT sri • i icitio i 
aluminum container. * 

Itcgislered sappers, to ship Ca-wtJo soda or Sulfuric acid, in DOT Specification 
11IA1 Owl and U1A1U0<V2 tank cars having tanks equipped with a safely vent 
dampenl..g device. 7 

Union Carbide Corporation. Tarrytown. N.V., to ship Acetylene In cylinders com¬ 
plying with DO r spedi;caticn 8 except for certillcation of chemical analyses l>y steel 
manufacturer. * 


Motor vehicle. 

Motor vehicle. 

Motor vehicle. 

Cargo vessel, 
.Motor vehicle. 
Rail retain. 
Cargo vessel. 
Motor vehicle. 

Rail freight. 


Motor vehicle, 

Rail freight, Pull 
express. 


(FR Doc.74-15634 Filed 7 9-74;8:45 amj 


Alan I. Roberts, 

Secretary. 


National HIchway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

BUICK AND CADILLAC DEFECTS 
INVESTIGATION 

Public Proceeding Regarding Engine Mount 
Failures 

This notice reschedules a public pro¬ 
ceeding regarding the initial determina¬ 
tion of a safety-related defect with re¬ 
spect to engine mounts in 1965 through 
1968 Buick Wildcat and Electra 225 
models and 1970 Cadillacs with cruise 
control (except late production and El¬ 
dorado models). 

On June 3, 1974 (39 FR 19529), the 
Associate Administrator, Motor Vehicle 
Programs, pursuant to section 113 of the 
National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq., 
1402) published his initial determination 
that a defect relating to motor vehicle 
safety exists with respect to failures of 
engine mounts in 1965 through 1968 
Buick Wildcat and Electra 225 models 
and 1970 Cadillacs with cruise control 
(except late production and Eldorado 
models) manufactured by General 
Motors because such failures can affect 
driver control over the engine throttle. 

A public proceeding in the matter will 
be held at 10 a.m., July 31, 1974, in room 
5332, Department of Transportation 
Headquarters, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 


Washington, D.C. 20590, at which Gen¬ 
eral Motors will be afforded an opportu¬ 
nity to present its views and evidence to 
establish that the alleged defect does not 
exist or does not affect motor vehicle 
safety. 

Interested persons arc invited to pre¬ 
sent their views orally, in writing, or 
both. A transcript of the proceeding will 
be made and exhibits may be presented. 
However, cross-examination of witnesses 
will not be permitted. Persons wishing to 
make oral presentations are requested to 
notify Mrs. Nancy Martus, Office of De¬ 
fects Investigation, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20590, Tel. (202) 426-2850. be¬ 
fore the close of business (4:15 p.m.) on 
July 29,1974. 

The agency’s investigative file in this 
matter is available for public inspection 
during regular working hours in the 
Technical Reference Division, Room 5108, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20590. 

(Sec. 113, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718 (15 
U.S.C. 1402); delegations of authority at 49 
CFR 1.51 and 49 CFR 501.8) 

Issued on: July 5,1974. 

Andrew G. Detrick. 

Acting Associate Administrator , 
Motor Vehicle Programs. 

[FR Doc.74-15754 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 amj 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice No. 548[ 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

July 5, 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation, or oral argument ap¬ 
pear bolow and will be publi:hed only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not induce 
caies previously asigned hearing dates 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Duck-: 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancelJati ^ 
of h:arings as promptly as possible, but 
Interested parties should take a- 
pr jpri; te step.? to insure that they are 
notified of cancellation or postpone¬ 
ments of hearings in v/hich they are 
interested. No amendments will be er- 
t-rtained after the date of this publica¬ 
tion. 

MC 133780, Big Sky Farmers and Ra-chen 
Marketing Cooperati e of Montana, new 
b:i Tg assigned hearing August 12, 1974. cf 
tho Ofllres of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 

MO 126939 Sub 1. W. Gray Braxton, d.bx 
W. Gray Braxton Trucking Co., now r. - 
figged July 15. 1974. at Few Orleans, In. 
1 : cancelled and reassigred to Julv 15, 1574 
(1 week', at the Holiday Inn, 1302 Apa¬ 
lachee Parkway, Tallahasree, Florida. 

MO 134323 Sub-61, Jay lines, Inc., now a~- 
signed July 8. 1974 at New York. N.Y., is 
cancelled and the application ii di~mt^c:’. 
W-1273, Alple To.ving Co.. Inc., now assigned 
July 0. 1974, at Chicago. HI , is noct onc:i 
to August 5, 1074, la Room 905 A, 530 
South Clark St., Chicago. JU. 

MC 9*‘375 Sub-2, Sacramento Freight Line?, 
T n?., now assigned July 10, 1971, at San 
Fr\ncl c-. CVir.. Is cancelled anl the ap- 
"llcaU.Tn. I* dismissed. 

MC 124211 Sub 234. Hilt Truck Lines. Inc . 
n w a?3lg c l July 25, 1974, at Chisago. 711.. 
Js ''anceiled and the application Is db- 
m’ssed. 

MC 106014 Sub-185, Superior Trucking Ccm 
pa y, In?., now as Igned July 9. 1974, at 
Washington. D.C., i3 cancelled and the ap¬ 
plication is dismissed. 

MC 127828 Sub 2, Glenn Davis rnd Don R 
Davis, d.b.a. Davis Bros., now being as- 
st^ed hearing September 9, 1074 (2 days), 
nt Portland, Oregon, In a hearing room to 
b? later design ate 1. 

MC 32882 Sub 72, Mitchell Bros. Truck Lines, 
now being assigned hearing September 11. 
1071 (3 days), at Portland, Oregon, in a 
hearing room to be laNsr designated. 

MC 43716 Sub 21, Blgge Drayage Co., now 
being assigned hearing September 17, 1974 
(1 wee!:), at San FrancDco, Calif., in a 
hearing r:om to be later designated. 

MC 19227 Sub 200, Leonard Brothers Truck¬ 
ing Co.. Inc., now being assgned hearing 
Seotember 23, 1074 (1 day), at Lo' A*’gelc.i. 
Calif., in a hearing room to be later des¬ 
ignated. 

MC 1003C9 Sub 235. W. S. Hatch Co., i • 
being assigned hearing September 24, 1974 
(2 days), at Los Angeles. Calif., In a hear¬ 
ing room to be later designated. 

MC 139033, Leon R. G ldsmith. d.b a. Ter¬ 
minal Ms-tor Erpres3, now being aligned 
hearing September 23, 1974 (2 days), a: 
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Los Angeles, Calif., In a hearing room to bo 
later designated. . 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

(PR Doc.74-15706 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


IRREGULAR ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 

CARRIERS OF PROPERTY—ELIMINA¬ 
TION OF GATEWAY LETTER NOTICES 

July 5. 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro* 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s Gateway Elimination rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to all 
interested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before July 22, 1974 from the 
date of this publication. A copy must 
also be served upon applicant or its repre¬ 
sentative. Protests against the elimina¬ 
tion of a gateway will not operate to stay 
commencement of the proposed opera¬ 
tion. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any. must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC-2860 (Sub-No. E45). filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL 
FREIGHT, INC., 57 Westpark Avenue, 
Vineland, N.J. 08360. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jacob P. Billig. 1126 16th 
Street NW.. Suite 300, Washington, D.C. 
20G36. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fibrous 
glass products and materials, building 
wall and insulating board, asphalt and 
asbestos, asphalt and asbestos products 
and materials, plastic products and mate¬ 
rials, and materials . supplies, and equip¬ 
ment used in connection with the pro¬ 
duction, distribution, and installation of 
the above commodities (except com¬ 
modities in bulk and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading). between 
points in Delaware, Maryland, that part 
of Pennsylvania on and south of U.S. 
Highway 30. and that part of New Jersey 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
Delaware River, thence along New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 537 to junction New Jersey 
Highway 530, thence along New Jersey 
Highway 530 to junction New Jersey 
Highway 72, thence along New Jersey 
Highway 72 to the Atlantic Ocean, on 
the one h3nd, and, on the other, points 
in Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Winslow Township. Cam¬ 
den County, N.J. 

No. MC-2860 (Sub-No. E50), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL 
FREIGHT. INC., 57 Westpark Avenue, 
Vineland, N.J. 08360. Applicant’s repre¬ 


sentative: Jacob P. Billig, 1126 16th 
Street NW.. Suite 300, Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing). from Norfolk and Portsmouth. Va., 
to points in New Jersey, New York, Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
that part of New Castle County, Del., 
north of the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal, and thnt part of Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line beginning at the M*\ry- 
lnnd-Pennsylvani'% State line, thence 
along Interstate Highway 83 to junction 
U.S. Highway 322, thence along US. 
Highway 322 to the Ohio Pennsylvania 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Salisbury, 
Md., and Wilmington, Del. 

No. MC-2860 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL 
FREIGHT. INC., 57 Westport Avenue. 
Vineland, N.J. 08360. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jacob P. Billig. 1126 16th 
Street NW., Suite 300, Washington. D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), from Richmond, Va., to points in 
New Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, that part of Pennsylvania 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Maryland-Pennsylvanla State line, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 10 
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 61, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 61 to 
junction Pennsylvania Highway 42, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 42 
to junction U.S. Highway 220, thence 
along U.S. Highway 220 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line, and that part 
of New York, on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the New York-Pennsylvania State 
line, thence along New York Highway 17 
to junction U.S. Highway 15. thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to junction New 
York Highway 63 at Wayland, thence 
along New York Highway 63 to junction 
New York Highway 36 at Dansville, 
thence along New York Highway 36 to 
junction New York Highway 63 at 
Greigsville, thence along New York 
Highway 63 to junction New York High¬ 
way 98 at Batavia, thence along New 
York Highway 98 to Lake Ontario. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Chesapeake City, Md., and 
Wilmington, Del. 

No. MC-7640 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 28. 1974. Applicant: BARNES 

TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 2000. High 
Point, N.C. 27261. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John T. Coon (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 


carrier, by motor vehi le, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (A) Lumber, from 
points in South Carolina to points in 
New Jersey, Delaware, that part of Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of a line beginning 
at the North Carolina-Virginia State 
line, thence along U S. Highway 501 to 
South Boston, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to Warrenton. thence along U.S. 
Highway 17 to Winchester, thence along 
Interstate Highway 81 to the Virginia- 
West Virginia State line, that part of 
Maryland on and east of a line beginning 
at the West Virginia-Maryland State 
line, thence along Interstate Highway 81 
to Hagerstown, thence along Interstate 
Highway 70 to the Maryland-Pennsyl- 
vania State line, and that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania on and east of a line beginning 
at the Maryland-Pennsylvania State line, 
thence along Interstate Highway 70 to 
Breezewood, thence along Interstate 
Highway 7.6 to Warren-'ale, thence along 
U.S. Highway 19 to junction Interstate 
Highway 79. thence along Interstate 
Highway 79 to Lake Erie, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, and (B) lumber (ex¬ 
cept plywood and vcne:r), from points 
in South Carolina to points in Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu¬ 
setts, Rhode Island. Connecticut, and 
New York. The purpose of thU filing is 
to eliminate the ga’ew v of Wilson, N.C., 
and points within 50 miles thereof. 

No. MC-7640 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
May 28. 1974. Applicant: BARNES 

TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 2006, High 
Point, N.C. 27261. Applicant s representa¬ 
tive: John T. Coon (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Agricultural ma¬ 
chinery, agricultural implements, and 
agricultural machinery parts, from Bal¬ 
timore, Md., points in that part of Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of Interstate Highway 
95 (except points in Accomack and 
Northampton Counties), and that part 
of Pennsylvania on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the New Jersey-Pennsylvania 
State line, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 202 to Doylestown, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 611 to Philadel¬ 
phia, thence along U.S. Highway 13 to 
the Pennsylvania-Delaware State line, 
to points in Georgia, Alabama. Florida, 
that part of Tennessee on and south of a 
line beginning at the North Carolina- 
Tennessee State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 64 to Cleveland, thence along 
Interstate Highway 75 to the Tennessee- 
Georgia State line, and that part of Mis¬ 
sissippi on, south, and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Alabama-Mississippi State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 78 to 
Tupelo, thence along the Natchez Trace 
National Parkway to Ridgeland. thence 
along Interstate Highway 55 to the Mis- 
sissippi-Louisiana State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Tarboro, N.C. 

No. MC-7640 (Sub-No. E3> filed 
May 28, 1974. Applicant: BARNES 

TRUCK LINE, INC , P.O. Box 2006, High 
Point, N.C. 27261. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: John T. Coon (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
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7?ion carrier . by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Fibreboard, 
particleboard, and plywood, from points 
in South Carolina to points in Connect¬ 
icut, Delaware. M:ine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, that part of 
Maryland north and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Maryl nd-District of Co¬ 
lumbia boundary line, thence along 
Interstate High wry 70S to Hagerstown, 
thence along Interstate Highway 70 to 
the Maryl nd Pennsylvania State line, 
and that part of Pennsylvania north and 
east of a line beginning at the Mnryland- 
Pennsylvania State line, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highw.ay 70 to Breezewood, 
thence along Interstate Highway 76 to 
Bedford, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 56 to Johnstown, thence along 
U.S. Highway 219 to Dubois, thence along 
Interstate Highway 80 to junction Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 36, thence clong Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 36 to TitusviTe, thence 
along Pennsylvania Highwry 8 to Lake 
Erie. The purpose of tills fl ing is to 
eliminate the gateway of (1) Wilson, 
N.C., and prints wi‘hin 50 miles thereof, 
and (2) Waverly, Vr.. 

No. MC—10204 (Sub-No. El), filed 
Juno 4, 1974. Anplicant: CUSTOM 

MOTOR FRE’GHT, INC.. 3900 Round- 
bottom Road, Newton, Ohio 14363. Ap¬ 
plicant’s represent*'Hv e ^n U \ p E C ?ry, 
8 East Bro~d Street. Columbus, Ohio 
43215. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by mitor v hide, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ma¬ 
chinery ard cry varts u e ed in 

plants engaged i^ the manufacture or 
processing of rt~el, between points in 
Clermont, H mflt^n Bu'l-r, and Preble 
Counties. Ohio, and points in Warren 
County. Ohio, on rnd west of Ohio High¬ 
way 48. on th** ban'*, and, on the 
other, points in Ap-^Irnv Countv, Pa. 
The purpose o f this fifing D to eliminate 
the gateway of Newport, Ky. 

No. MC-63417 (?ub-Na. ED, filed 
June 4. 1974. Annfic^nt: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY. INC., 1814 
Hollins Ro?d NE., Roanoke, Va. 24901. 
Applicant’s representative: Nancy 

Pyeatt. 1039 L5th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20005. Authoritv sought to 
opeiate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: New furniture, from Appomat¬ 
tox, Va., to points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana. Kentucky, Michigan, 
Ohio, South Carolina, and Tennessee, and 
the District of Columbia. The purpose 
of this filing is to dimlnate the gateway 
of Rocky Mount, Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E2), fil-d 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY, INC.. 1814 
Hollins Road NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. 
Applicant’s representative: Nancy 

Pyeatt, 1030 15th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: New furniture, from Win¬ 
chester, Va., to points in Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. The purpose of 


this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Rocky Mount, Va., and Macon, Ga. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY. INC., 1814 
Hollins Road NE.. Roanoke, Va. 24001. 
Applicant’s representative: Nancy 

Pyeatt, 1030 15th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to 
opeiate as a common easier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: New furniture, from points in 
that part of North Carolina on and east 
of U.S. Highway 21 to points in that 
part of Virgina on, north, end east of a 
line beginning at the Virginia-West 
Virgina State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 460 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 501, thence along U.S. Highway 501 
to the Virginia-North Carolina State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Stanley town, 
Va. 

No. MC 63417 (Sub-No. E4), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY. INC., 1814 
Hollins Road NE.. Roanoke, Va. 24001. 
Applicant’s rsrresentative: Nancv Pye¬ 
att, 1030 15th Street NE., Washington, 
D.S. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture, from Strasburg, Va., to points 
in Alabama, Georgia, South Carolina, 
and Tennessee. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Roanoke, 
Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E5), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY, INC., 1814 Hol¬ 
lins Road NE., Roanoke. Va. 24001. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Nancy Pyeatt, 
1030 15th Street NW., Washington. D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture, from Stouton and Waynes¬ 
boro, Va.. to points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Illinois. Indiana, Kentucky. Michigan, 
Scuth Carolina, and Tennessee. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Roanoke, Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E6), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY, INC., 1814 
Hollins Road NW., Roanoke, Va. 24001. 
Applicant’s representative: Nancy Pye¬ 
att. 1030 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture, from High Point, Kernersviile, 
Thomasville, and Winston-Salem. N.C., 
to points in Texas. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Stanleytown and Bassett, Va., and 
Macon, Ga. 

No. MC-73165 (Sub-No. E44), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

MOTOR LINES. INCORPORATED, P.O. 
Box 11086. Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Carl U. Hurst 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 


vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Glass contavicrs, caps , covers , 
stoppers, a7\d tops for glass contavicrs 
(except those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), from New Orleans, La., to Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala., and points within 10 
miles thereof. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Meridian" 
Miss. 

No. MC-73165 (Sub-No. E46), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

MOTOR LINES. INCORPORATED, P O. 
Box 11086, Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Ar. 
piicant’s representative: Carl U. Hurst 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a couwion carrier, by mot r 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel articles (except tho~e 
requiring special equipment), (1) from 
between points in Mississippi, on the one 
hand, and, cn the other, points in North 
Carolina and South Carolina; (2) be¬ 
tween points in Tennessee on and south 
of the Hatchie River, on the one Irn p 
and, on the other, points in North Caro¬ 
lina and South Carolina; (3) between 
points in Tennessee on and west of U S 
Highwry 45 rnd 45W, on the one h nd, 
and, cn the other, points in North Caro¬ 
lina on and east of U.S. Highway 21, rnd 
points in South Carolina; (4) between 
points in Tennessee on and west of a lin- 
beginning at the Tennessee-Alab^m 
State line, thence over U.S. Highway 43 ! 
to Lewisburg, thence along Tennerrea 
Highway 50 to Centervile, thence rlong 
Tennessee Highway 100 to Tennessee 
River, thence rlcng the Tennessee River 
to Tenneasee-Kentucky State line, cn the 
one hand, and, on the other points in 
North Carolina and South Carolina on 
end cast of U.S. Highway 1. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC-73165 (Sub-No. E50), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 
110SG, Birmingham, AJa. 3^292. A>pi- 
cant’s representative: Carl U. Hurst 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a ccm77ion carrier, by molar 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel pipe and pipe fittv:vs, 
cast iron meter boxes, manhole frames, 
and manhole covers (except those which 
because of size or weight require the u?c 
of special equipment, and except pipe and 
pipe fittings such as are included in the 
first findings of the Commission in T. E, 
Mercer and G. E. Mercer Extension— Oil¬ 
field Co7nmodities, 74 M.C.C. 459 and 
543) ; (1) between points in Texas on and 
southeast of a line beginning at Loubri- 
ana-Texas State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 80 to Fruitvale. thence along 
Texas Highway 19 to Huntsville, thence 
along U.S. Highway 75 to Galveston, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, Wiscon¬ 
sin, Tennessee. Kentucky, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Michigan, Ohio. West Virginia, 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware, New York, New Jersey, Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Nebraska, New Mexico, Arizona, 
Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, Nevada, Cali¬ 
fornia. Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and 
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points in Arkansas beginning at Tex¬ 
arkana, thence along U.S. Highway 67 to 
Little Rock, thence along Interstate 
Highway 40 to Arkansas-Tennessee State 
line; (2) between points in Texas on and 
southeast of a line beginning at Louisi¬ 
ana-Texas State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 80 to Fruitvale, thence along 
Texas Highway 19 to Palestine, thence 
along U.S. Highway 79 to Round Rock, 
thence along Interstate Highway 35 to 
San Antonio, thence along U.S. Highway 
281 to United States-Mexico Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Missouri, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, 
Ohio, West Virginia, Virginia. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Maryland, Delaware, New York, 
New Jersey, Nebraska, Wyoming, Idaho, 
Oregon, Washington, points in California 
on and north of Interstate Highway 80 
and points in Arkansas beginning at Tex¬ 
arkana, and extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 67 to Little Rock, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 40 to Arkansas-Tennessee 
State line; (3) between points in Texas 
on and southeast of a line beginning at 
Louisiana-Texas State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 80 to Dallas, thence along 
U.S. Highway 75 to Galveston, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Utah, Arizona. Nevada, and California; 
(4) between points in Texas on and south 
of a line beginning at Louisiana-Texas 
Slate line, thence along U.S. Highway 80 
to Abilene, thence along U.S. Highway 
277 to United States-Mexico Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Iowa, Min¬ 
nesota, Wisconsin, Tennessee, Illinois, 
ancl Indiana; 

(5) Between points in Texas on and 
south of a line beginning at Louisiana- 
Texas State line, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 80 to Longview, thence along U.S. 
Highway 259 to Diana, thence along 
Texas Highway 154 to Sulphur Springs, 
thence along Texas Highway 11 to Sher¬ 
man, thence along U.S. Highway 82 to 
Texas-New Mexico State line, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Kentucky, Lower Michigan, Ohio, West 
Virginia, Virginia, Pennsylvania, Mary¬ 
land, Delaware, New York, New Jersey, 
and points in Indiana on and south of 
U.S. Highway 40; (6) between points in 
Louisiana on and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at Texas-Louisiana State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 80 to Shreve¬ 
port, thence along U S. Highway 71 to 
intersection with U.S. Highway 190, 
thence along U.S. Highway 190 to Baton 
Rouge, thence along U.S. Highway 61 to 
New Orleans, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Oklahoma, Kansas, 
Iowa. Minnesota, and points in Missouri 
on and west of U.S. Highway 71; (7) 
between points in Louisiana, on and 
southwest of a line beginning at the 
Texas-Louisiana St^te line, extending 
along U.S. Highway 80 to Shreveport, 
thence along U.S. Highway 71 to Alexan¬ 
dria, thence along U.S. Highway 167 to 
Abbeville, thence to the Vermillion River, 
thence south along the Vermillion River 
to the Southwest Pass, thence through 
the Southwest Pass to the Gulf of Mexi¬ 


co, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Illinois on and north of a line 
beginning at the Illinois-Iowa State line, 
and extending along U.S. Highway 24 to 
Peoria, thence along Illinois Highway 88 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 34, 
thence along U.S. Highway 34 to Chi¬ 
cago, points in Ohio on and north of U.S. 
Highway 30, points in Pennsylvania on 
and west of a line beginning at the West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania State line, thence 
along Illinois Highway 70 to New Stan¬ 
ton, thence along U.S. Hiehway 119 to De 
Bois, thence along U.S. Highway 219 to 
the Pennsylvania-New York St te line, 
points in New York on and north of the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line, and 
extending along U.S. Highway 11 to 
Binghampton, thence along New York 
Highway 7 to Oneonta, thence along New 
York Highway 23 to the New York-Mas- 
sachusetts State line, and points in Mich¬ 
igan and Wisconsin. T he purpose of this 
fling is to eliminate the gateway of Ty¬ 
ler. Tex. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E49). filed 
April 15. 1974. Acplicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham. Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting supplies, from points in Kansas 
to points in Pennsylvania. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Wolf Lake, HI., and JasonviPe, Ind. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E50). filed 
April 15. 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting supplies, from points in Indiana 
north of Interstate Highway 70 to points 
in Arkansas. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Grafton and 
Wolf Lake, HI. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
April 15. 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Classes A and B explosives and blasting 
supplies , from points in New Mexico to 
points in Michigan e?st of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Michigan-Wisconsin State 
line and extending along Michigan High¬ 
way 95 to junction U.S. Highway 41, 
thence over U.S. Highway 41 to Mar¬ 
quette. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of plant site of 
Trojan-U.S. Powder. Division of Com¬ 
mercial Solvents Corporation, at or near 
Ordill, Ill. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E52). filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 


cant's representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Classes A and B explosives and blasting 
supplies, between points in Maryland 
east of U.S. Highway 1C\ on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in New Mexico 
and Arizona. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate th^* gateways of points 
within 15 miles of both Allentown and 
Reynolds. Pa.; and Wolf L?.ke, HI. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
April 15. 1974. Aprlicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting supplies, fr m points in Indiana 
to points in Louisiana. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Grafton and Wolf Lake, HI. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E58), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
Street. Birmingham. Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregu T ar routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting supnlies, from points in Mis¬ 
sissippi south of U.S. Highway 78 to 
points in West Virginia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
McAdory, Ala. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E59). filed 
April 15. 1974. Applicant* BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 2 
South 32d Street, Birmingham, Ala. 
35233. Applicant's representative: T. C. 
-Sinclair (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Classes A, B. and C ex¬ 
plosives and blasting supplies, between 
points in Wisconsin, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in New Mexico. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Wolf Lake, HI. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E60). filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 2 
South 32d Street, Birmingham. Ala. 
35233. Applicant’s representative: T. C. 
Sinclair (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Classes A and B explosives 
and blasting supplies, between points in 
Maryland east of U S. Highway 15. on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Minnesota, North Dakota, South Da¬ 
kota, and Nebraska. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points within 15 miles of both Allentown 
and Reynolds. Pa. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E61), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 2 
South 32d Street, Birmingham, Ala. 
35233. Applicant’s representative: T. C. 
Sinclair (same as above). Authority 
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sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Classes A and B explosives 
and blasting supplies, between points in 
Iowa, on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in New York east of Interstate 
Highway 81. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of points 
within 15 miles of both Allentown and 
Reynolds. Pa. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E53), fled 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
St., Birmingham. Ala. 35233. Applicant’s 
representative: T. C. Sinclair (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Classes A 
and B explosives and blasting supplies, 
from points in Colorado to points in 
Mississippi. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Atlas. Mo. 

No. MC-7R177 (Sub-No. ES4), filed 
April 15, 1974. Annlicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
St., Birmingham. Ala. 35233. Applicant’s 
representative: T. C. Sinclair (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular route?, transporting: Classes A 
and B explosives and blasting supplies, 
between points in South Carolina, on the 
one hand, and, cn the other, points in 
Minnesota. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in Ala¬ 
bama: and points within 15 miles of 
both Energy and WrIf Lake, PI. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E65), filed 
Anril 15. 197*. An-li-ant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 2 
South 32d St.. Birmingham. Ala. 35283. 
Applicant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authoritv sought to 
operate as a co^m^n carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular route**, transport-* 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting sunptie*. M) from points In 
Kansas both en^t of US. Highway 169 
and south of U S. Hi"hwav 54 to points 
in Indiana, and (?) f»*om noints in Kan¬ 
sas both east of XT S. Highway 169 and 
south of U S. Fi^hwev F4 to noints in 
Ohio. The mirno^e of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Wolf Lake. HI., 
in (1) above: anH the rite of the Trojan- 
US. Powder. Division of Commercial 
Solvents Corn . lom^d at or n*ar Wolf 
Lake (Union County), m., i n (2) above. 

No. MC-76177 'Sub-No. E66). fii«d 
Anril lf\ 197*. An~Hcant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CQ , 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham. Ale 35°33. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). AntbnrHv sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over in-emila- routes, transport¬ 
ing: Clashes A an* B exnlo~iv n s and 
blasting sunpHes, between noints in 
Florida south we«t, 0 f a line ban¬ 
ning at the Fl^Hda-G^orfria state line 
and extending along Interstate Highway 
75 to Ocala, thence along U S. Highway 
441 to Orlando, thence along Florida 
Highway 50 to the Atlantic Ocean, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 


Ohio. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of McAdory, Ala. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E67), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting supplies , between points in Ne¬ 
braska, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in New York east of Inter¬ 
state Highway 81. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points within 15 miles of both Allen¬ 
town and Reynolds, Pa. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E68). filed 
April 15. 1974. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A, B, and C explosives and 
blasting supplies, between points in Wis¬ 
consin east of a line beginning at the 
Wisconsin-Hlinois State line and extend¬ 
ing along Wisconsin Highway 69 to junc¬ 
tion Wisconsin Highway 92, thence over 
Wisconsin Highway 92 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 78. thence over Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 78 to junction UB. Highway 
12, thence over U S. Highway 12 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 90, thence over 
Interstate Highway 90 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 21, thence over Wis¬ 
consin Highway 21 to junction Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 173, thence over Wisconsin 
Highway 173 to junction Wisconsin 
Highway 80, thence over Wisconsin 
Highway 80 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 13, thence over Wisconsin Highway 
13 to Ashland, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Arizona. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Wolf Lake. Ill. 

No. MC-76177 (Sub-No. E69), filed 
Anril 15, 1974. Anrlicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 2 South 32d 
Street. Birmingham. Ala. 35233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: T. C. Sinclair 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irreguLr routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives and 
blasting supplies, between points in North 
Dakota and South Dakota, on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in Mary¬ 
land, east of U S. Highway 15. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points within 15 miles of 
both Allentown and Reynolds, Pa. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E631), filed 
Mav 8. 1974. Applicant: WATKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636. At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Clyde W. Carver. 5299 Roswell 
Road NE., Suite 212, Atlanta, Ga. 30342, 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen canned 
preserved or prepared foodstuffs, from 


Bridgeton, N.J., to points in Texas. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Richmond, Va. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E632), filed 
May 8, 1974. Aprlicant: WATKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Clyde W. Carver, 5299 Roswell 
Road NE., Suite 212, Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, traasporting: Frozen canned 
preserved or prepared foodstuffs, from 
Bridgeton, N.J., to points in Oklahoma 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Richmond, Va. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E636), filed 
May 8. 1974. Applicant: WATKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636. At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
points in Minnesota to points in South 
Carolina. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Florence, Ala. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E638), filed 
May 8, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636. At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clvde W. Carver. Suite 212, 5299 
RosweU Road NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
points in Minnesota to points in Georgia 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Florence, Ala. 

No. MC-95510 (Sub-No. E670). fil~d 
Mav 13.1974. Applicant: WATKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636. At¬ 
lanta. Ga. 30301. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road NE., Atlmta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregubr 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Crozet, Va.. to points in Washington, 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Man* ana, Nevada. New Mexico. Oregon, 
and Ut^h. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Ten¬ 
nessee (except Memphis and points in 
the commercial zone thereof). 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E674). filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu-ar 
routes, transporting: Frozen, canned, 
preserved or prepared foodstuffs, from 
New York, N.Y., to points in California. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminat e 
the gateways of Richmond, Va.. and 
points in Tennessee (except Memphis 
and points in its commercial zone). 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E676>, filed 
Moy 13. 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636, At¬ 
lanta. Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa- 
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tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road, NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Crozet. Va., to points in California. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Alabama. 

No. MC—95540 (Sub-No. E677), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive* Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Koswell Road. NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Richmond, Va., to points in California. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Alabama. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E679>. filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Tifton, Ga,, to points in Idaho. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Tennessee (except 
Memphis and points in its commercial 
zone). 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E680>. filad 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636. At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road NE., Atlanta. Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods , from 
Tifton, Ga., to points in Montana. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Tennessee (except 
Memphis and points in its commercial 
zone). 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E681), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636, At¬ 
lanta. Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver. Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Tifton. Ga., to points in Oregon. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Tennessee (except 
Memphis and points in its commercial 
zone). 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E682). filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 1636, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Clyde W. Carver, 5299 Ros¬ 
well Road NE.. Suite 212, Atlanta. Ga. 
30342. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products , and meat by-products, 
and articles distributed by meat packing 
houses, as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 


tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration, from the plantsites and stor¬ 
age faculties utUized by Oscar Mayer, 
Inc., at Madison, Wis., to points in Mis¬ 
sissippi, restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at the above named 
plantsites and storage facilities. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Humbcldt or Union City. Tenn. 

No. MC-103191 (Sub-No. E2). filed 
Mav 12, 1974. Applicant: THE GEO. A. 
RHEMAN CO., INC., P.O. Box 4255. 
Greenville, S.C. 29608. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Harris G. Andrews (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transpoi’ting: Petroleum 
products, as described in Appendix XIII 
to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766, in bulk, in tank vehicles, between 
Savannah, Ga., and points within ten 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in that part of North 
Carolina on and east of a line beginning 
at the North Carolina-South Carolina 
State line, thence along North Carolina 
Highway 742 to junction U.S. Highway 
74. thence along U.S. Highway 74 to 
junction U.S. Highway 601, thence along 
U.S. Highway 601 to junction unnum¬ 
bered highway, approximately 2 miles 
north of the junction of U.S. Highway 
601 and North Carolina Highway 24 and 
27, thence along said unnumbered high¬ 
way to junction U.S. Highway 52. thence 
along U.S. Highway 52 to junction U.S. 
Highway 601 at SaUsbury. thence along 
U.S. Highway 601 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 64, thence along U.S. Highway 64 
to junction North Carolina Highway 901. 
thence along North Carolina Highway 
901 to junction North Carolina Highway 
115, thence along North Carolina High¬ 
way 115 to junction U.S. Highway 421, 
thence along U.S. Highway 421 to junc¬ 
tion U S. Highway 321, thence along U.S. 
Highway 321 to the North Carolina- 
Tennessee State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Charleston. S.C. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E104). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
D 2 S Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check, attorney (same 
a: above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid petrochemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Utah, to points 
in Michigan. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of points in 
Colorado, Omaha, Nebr.. and the plant 
site of the Hawkeye Chemical Company, 
at or near Clinton, Iowa. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E105), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 


regular routes, transposing: Cement, 
from the plant site of the Northwestern 
States Portland Cement Company at or 
near Cedar Rapids, Iowa, to points in the 
Lower Peninsula of Michigan. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the Dundee Cement Com¬ 
pany, located at or near Rock Island, 
Ill. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E107), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 593C9. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petro¬ 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Burlington, Iowa, to points in Illinois 
on and east of a line from the junction 
of Illinois Highway 26 and the Wiscon- 
sin-HUnois State line south over Illinois 
Highway 26 to Dixon, thence south over 
Illinois Highway 2 to Sterling, thence 
south over Illinois Highway 88 to Peoria, 
thence east over Interstate Highway 74 
to the junction of U.S. Highway 66. 
thence south over U.S. Highway 66 to 
Litchfield, thence south over Illinois 
Highway 127 to the Hlinois-Kentucky 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the plants!te of 
Ashland Chemical Company at or near 
Maple ton. Ill. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E109>. filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION. P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Naphtha 
and lubricating oils, in bulk, from Cush¬ 
ing, Okla., to points in Minnesota. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of the terminal of Kaneb Pipe¬ 
line at or near Milford. Iowa. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. El 11), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s 
representative: E. Check (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Naptha 
and lubricating oil, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Cushing, Okla., to points 
in South Dakota. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
Kaneb Pipeline terminal near Geneva, 
Nebr. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E121), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION. P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s 
representative: E. Check (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petro¬ 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Ft. Madison, Iowa, to points in Illinois on 
and east of a line beginning at the junc¬ 
tion of Illinois Highway 26 and the Wis- 
consin-Hlinois State line, south over 
Illinois Highway 26 to Dixon, thence 
south over Illinois Highway 2 to Sterling, 
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thence south over Illinois Highway 88 to 
Peoria, thence east over Interstate High¬ 
way 74 to the junction of U.S. Highway 
66, thence south over U.S. Highway 66 to 
Litchfield, thence south over Illinois 
Highway 127 to the Ulinois-Kentucky 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the plantsite 
of Ashland Chemical Company at or near 
Mapleton, HI. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E241), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant's 
representative: E. Check (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Inedible 
tallow, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Minneapolis, Minn., to points in Cali¬ 
fornia (except San Francisco and points 
in Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, and 
Los Angeles Counties, Calif.). The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Denver. Colorado. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E242), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s 
representative: E. Check (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Anhy¬ 
drous ammonia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the terminal site of Amoco Oil 
Company at or near Wood River, Ill., 
to points in Minnesota. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 

No. MC-107'i95 (Sub-No. E243), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION. P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Cheok (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motcr vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Anhydrous 
ammonia, in bulk, from Seneca, Ill., to 
points in Nebraska. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ft. 
Madison. Iowa. 

No. MC-107493 (Sub-No. E246), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Che:k (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motcr vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Liquid ferti¬ 
lizer, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Winona, Minn., to points in Missouri 
(except points north of Missouri High¬ 
way 6 and east of U.S. Highway 63). 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Corydon, Iowa. 

No. MC-107493 (Sub-No. E247), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION. P.O. Box 855. 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (came as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motcr vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
La Plata, Mo., to points in Iowa. The 


purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Fremont, Page, 
Taylor, Ringgold, Decatur, Wayne, Ap¬ 
panoose, Davis, and Van Buren Counties, 
Iowa. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E248), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
La Plata. Mo., to points in Illinois, north 
of U.S. Highway 24. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ft. 
Madison, Iowa. 

No. MC-107493 (Sub-No. E249), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Carrollton, Mo., to points in Iowa. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Fremont, Page, 
Taylor, Ringgold, Decatur, Wayne, Ap¬ 
panoose. Davis, and Van Buren Coun¬ 
ties, Iowa. 

No. MC-107496 (Sub-No. E269). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION, P.O. Box 855. 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: E. Check (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes transporting: Liquid fertilizer 
solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the plantsite and storage facility of the 
Borden Chrmical Company, Smith Doug¬ 
lass Division, at or near Logansport. Ind¬ 
io points in Nebraska. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
East Dubuque, Ill. 

No. MC-109326 (Sub-No. E9), filed 
M..y 11, 1974. Applicant: C & D TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO. INC.. P.O. Box 10506, 
New Orleans, La. 70121. Appucant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr„ 919 
18th Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bananas, from 
points in that part of Florida on and 
south of a line beginning at Clearwater, 
thence along Fioiida Highway 61 to 
Tampa, thence along Interstate Highway 
4 to Orlando, thence along Florida High¬ 
way 527 to junction Florida Turnrike, 
thence along Florida Turnpike to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 95, thence along 
Interstate Highway 95 to West Palm 
Beach, to Terre Haute. Ind. The rur- 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Mobile, Ala. 

No. MC-109326 (Sub-No. E10), ffied 
May 11, 1974. Applicant: C & D TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC.. P.O. Box 10508. 
New Orleans, La. 70121. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
18th Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 


20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas, 
from points in that part of Florida on 
and west on U.S. Highway 231 to Terre 
Haute, Ind. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Mobile, Ala. 

No. MC-109326 (Sub-No. Ell). fiLd 
May 11, 1974. Applicant: C & D TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 10506. 
New Orleans, La. 70121. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr. 9^9 
18th Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts, dairy 
products, and commodities distributed by 
meat packinghouses , as described in 
Parts A, B, and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 276. in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration, from points in that nart of 
Mississippi on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at GreenviTe. thence along U.S. 
Highway 82 to Mississippi Highway 15, 
thence along Mississinpi Highway 15 to 
junction Mississippi Highway 50, thence 
along Mississippi Highway 50 to junction 
U.S. Highway Alternate 45. thence alang 
US. Hi?hwav Alternate 45 to junction 
Mississinri Highway 25. thence a’ong 
Mississippi Highway 25 to junction Mis¬ 
sissippi Highway 8, thence along Missis¬ 
sippi Highway 8 to U S. Hghway 278, end 
thence along U.S. Highway 278 to the 
Mississippi-Alabama State line, to 
Miami. Fla. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Montgomery 
and Mobile. Ala. 

No. MC-109326 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
May 11, 1974. Applicant: C & D TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, ITC., P.O. Box 10506. New 
Orleans, La. 70121. Anplicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: wniam P. Jackson, Jr., ‘ 91 9 
18th Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas, 
from Miami, Fla., and points in th°t part 
cf Florida on and west of U.S. Hi^hwav 
231 to Evansville, Ind. The purpose of 
this filina is to eliminate the gateway cf 
Mobile, Ala. 

No. MC-109C89 (Sub-No. E2), ffird 
M~y 1°, 1974. Applicant: W. S. HATCH. 
P.O. Box 1825. Salt Lake City, Utah 
8411*. Applicant’s representative: Lloyd 
N. Jones (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: (1) Liquid and dry chemi¬ 
cal*, In bulk, in tank vehicles, from points 
in California (except points in Imperial 
County and points in Riverside County 
east of CrJifomia Highway 86 to the 
junction of California Highway 86 and 
Interstate Highway 10, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 10 to the Califomia- 
Arizona State line), to points in Kansas, 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
Colorado-Kansas State line, and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 40, thence along 
U.S. Highway 40 to Interstate Highway 
70. thence along Interstate Highway 70 
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to the Kaiisas-Missouri State line. (2) 
Liquid and dry chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in California on 
and east of a line beginning at the Pa¬ 
cific Ocean and extending along Califor¬ 
nia Highway 68 to Salinas, thence along 
U.S. Highway 101 to the southern bound¬ 
ary of Santa Clara County, thence 
along the southern boundaries of Santa 
Clara, Merced, and Mariposa Counties to 
the southwestern boundary of Mono 
County, thence along the southwestern 
boundary of Mono County to U.S. High¬ 
way 395, thence along U.S. Highway 395, 
to California Highway 136, thence along 
California Highway 136 to California 
Highway 190, thence along Crliforina 
Highway 190 to California Highway 127, 
thence along California Highway 127 to 
the California-Nevada State line, tA 
points in Kansas. 

(3) Dry chemicals, in bulk, from points 
in California to points in Montana on 
and east of a line beginning at the United 
States-Canadian International Bound¬ 
ary line and extending along Montana 
Highway 13 to Circle, thence along Mon¬ 
tana Highway 200 to U.S. Highway 87, 
thence along U.S. Highway 87 to BilUngs, 
thence along Interstate Highway 90 to 
U.S. Highway 212, thence along U.S. 
Highway 212 to the Montana-Wyoming 
State line, and points in Wyoming. (4) 
Dry chemicals, in bulk, from points in 
California south of a line beginning at 
the Pacific Ocean, and extending along 
the southern boundaries cf Mendocino, 
Lake, and Colusa Counties to Interstate 
Highway 5. thence along Interstate 
Highway 5 to California Highway 113, 
thence rlong California Highway 113 to 
the southern bound'rv of Yolo County, 
thence along the southern boundaries of 
Yolo and Sacramento Counties to Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 99. thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 99 to Merced, thence 
along California Highway 149 to Mari¬ 
posa County, thence from Mariposa 
County and California Highway 140 to 
the southern boundaries of Tuolumne 
and Mono Counties, thence along the 
southern boundaries of Tuolumne and 
Mono Counties to the California-Nevada 
State line, to points in Montana. (5) 
Liquid chemicals and acids, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in California 
to points in Montana beginning at the 
United States-Canedian International 
Boundary line and extending along the 
western boundary of Blaine County to 
U.S. Highway 2. thence along U S. High¬ 
way 2 to Havre, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 87 to the northern boundary of Cas¬ 
cade County, thence along the northern 
and western boundary of Cascade County 
to U.S. Highway 91, thence along U.S. 
Highway 91 to Helena, thence along the 
western bound°rv of Jefferson County to 
Deer Lodge Courty. thence along the 
northern and western boundary of Deer 
Lodge County to the Jd«ho-Montana 
State line. (6> Liquid and dry chemicals , 
in bulk, from points in California to 
Points in Nebraska. <7) Liquid chemicals 
and acids, in bulk, from points in Cali¬ 
fornia to points in New Mexico begin¬ 
ning at the Arizona-New Mexico State 
line and extending along the southern 


boundary of San Juan County to New 
Mexico Highway 44, thence along New 
Mexico Highway 44 to U.S. Highway 85, 
thence along U.S. Highway 85 to Santa 
Fe, thence along U.S. Highway 285 to 
U.S. Highway 60. thence along U.S. 
Highway 60 to the New Mexico-Texas 
State line. 

(8) Liquid chemicals and acids . in 
bulk, from points in California beginning 
at Monterey California Highway 68, 
thence along California Highway 68 to 
U.S. Highway 101, thence along U.S. 
Highway 101 to the southern boundary 
of Santa Clara County, therce ?long the 
southern, boundaries of S~nta Clara, 
Merced, and Mariposa Counties, to the 
southwest boundary of Mono County, 
thence along the southwest boundary of 
Mono County to U.S. Highway 395, 
thence along U.S. Highway 395 to Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 136, thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 136 to California High¬ 
way 190. thence along California High¬ 
way 190 to California Highway 127, 
thence along California Highway 127 to 
the Califomia-Nevada State line, to 
points in New Mexico beginning at the 
Arizona-New Mexico State line, extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 60 to Socorro, 
thence along Interstate Highway 25 to 
U.S. Highway 380. thence along U.S. 
Highway 389 to the intersection of Ros- 
we’l and U.S. Highway 285. thence along 
U.S. Highway 285 to the New Mexico- 
Texas St~te line. (9) Liquid and dry 
chemicals, in bulk, in ta^k vehicles, from 
points in California to points in South 
Dakota and North Dakota. (10) Liquid 
and dry chemical*, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in California begin¬ 
ning at H*1f Moon Bay and extending 
along California Highway 92. thence 
along California Highway 92 to Inter¬ 
state Highway 580, thence along l"t°r- 
state Highway 589 to Cahfomia Highway 
132. thence along California H’crhway 
132 to the southern boundaries of Tuo¬ 
lumne a^d Mono Counties to U S. High¬ 
way 395, thence 'dong U S. High** ay 395 
to California Highway 168, thence along 
California Highway 1^8 to the Cali¬ 
fomia-Nevada State line to points in 
Oklahoma (11) Liquid and dry chemi¬ 
cals, in bulk, in t°nk vehicles, from points 
in California beginning at San FrancPco, 
and extending alang Interstate Highway 
80 to Oakland, thence a*ong California 
Highway 24 to fiV'lTomi*' Highway 4, 
thence along California Highway 4 to 
California Highway 160, thence along 
California Highway 160 to California 
Highway 12, th°nce along California 
Highway 12 to California Highway 124, 
thence along California Highway 124 to 
the California-Nevada State line, to 
points in Texas on a line beginning at 
the Okiahoma-Texas State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 385 to D'd- 
hart. thence plo^g U.S. Highway 87 to 
U.S. Highway 83, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 83 to Interstate Highway 10. thence 
along Interstate Highway 10 to San An¬ 
tonio, thence along U.S. Highway 281 to 
the United States-Mexico International 
Boundary line. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of Little 
Mountain, Utah, in proposals (1), (2), 


(3), (4), (6), (9). (10). (11) above, and 
Utah in proposals (5), (7), (8) above. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E166), filed 
May 19,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY. INC., P.O. Box 
6426, Station A, Marietta. Ga. 30062. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, between 
points in Rhode Island, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in that part of 
Tennessee within 175 miles of Chatta¬ 
nooga. Tenn. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Asheville, 
N.C. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E168). fil'd 
Mav 19,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC.. P.O. Box 
6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, between 
points in Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Wyoming. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Davenport, Iowa, and Moline, 

m. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E249), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Ma^s. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Shells 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits and berries, frozen 
fruit and berry concentrates , from 
Pocomoke City, Md., to points in Colo¬ 
rado, Kansas, Minnesota. Texas, Okla¬ 
homa, and Benton, Washington. Craw¬ 
ford, Sebastian, Carroll, Madison, and 
Franklin Counties, Ark. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Elmira. N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E250), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Ma*s. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Lawrence T, Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate os a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits and berries, a^d frozen 
fruit and berry concentrates , from Cris- 
field, Md., to points in that part of Texas 
on and west of U.S. Highway 277. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E251), filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant's representative:'Lawrence T. Shells 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Crisfleld, Md. f 
to Calais, Maine, points in that part 
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of New York on and west of Interstate 
Highway 81, points in St. Lawrence, Jef¬ 
ferson, Franklin, Clinton, Herkimer, and 
Lewis Counties, N.Y., and Wellsboro, 
Fa. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E252), filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston. Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Shells 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods , from Cambridge, Md., 
to Calais, Maine, Wellsboro, Pa., points 
in St. Lawrence, Jefferson, Franklin, 
Clinton, Herkimer, and Lewis Counties. 
N.Y., and points in that part of New 
York on and west of Interstate Highway 
81. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E253), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Shells (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits and berries , arid frozen 
fruit and berry concentrate from Poco- 
moke City, Md.. to St. Joseph. Mo., and 
points in that part of Texas on and west 
of U.S. Highway 277. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E257), filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Shells (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Pocomoke City. 
Md., to points in Sebastian, Crawford. 
Franklin, Washington, Madison, Benton, 
and Carroll Counties, Ark., points in that 
part of Minnesota on and north of a line 
beginning at the Minnesota-North 
Dakota State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 212 to Minneapolis, thence 
along Interstate Highway 94 to the Min- 
nesota-Wisconsin State line, points in 
that part of Oklahoma on and west of 
Interstate Highway 35, and points in 
Colorado and Kansas. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E258), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Shells (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen poultry , frozen seafood, and 
frozen fruits and vegetables, from points 
in those portions of Delaware, Maryland, 
and Virginia east of the Chesapeake Bay 
and south of the Chesapeake and Dela¬ 
ware Canal to that portion of Missouri 
on. north, and west of a line beginning 
at the Kansas-Missouri State line and 


extending along U.S. Highway 36 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 35, thence along 
Interstate Highway 35 to junction U.S. 
Highway 69, thence along UB. Highway 
69 to the Missouri-Iowa State line, and 
points in Wisconsin on and north of U.S. 
Highway 8. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Buffalo, 
N.Y., and Detroit, Mich, (via Canada). 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E259), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Shells (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, toy motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen poultry, frozen seafood, and 
frozen fruits and vegetables, from points 
in those portions of Delaware and Mary¬ 
land (except Pocomoke City. Cambridge, 
and Crisfield), east of the Chesapeake 
Bay and south of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal to points in Colorado, 
Minnesota, and that part of Wisconsin 
on and north of U.S. Highway 10. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Le Roy, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E260), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Shells 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen poultry, frozen seafood, and 
frozen fruits arid vegetables, from points 
in those portions of Delaware, Maryland, 
and Virginia on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40 and east of the Susquehanna 
River and Chesapeake Bay to Sioux City 
and Davenport, Iowa, Grand Forks, 
N. Dak., and Sioux Falls, S. Dak. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dundee. N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E261), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Bostcn, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: LawrenceT. Shells 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen seafood, from points in those 
portions of Delaware, Maryland, and 
Virginia on and south of U.S. Highway 
40 and east of the Susquehanna River 
and Chesapeake Bay to Cincinnati, 
Cleveland, and Dayton, Ohio. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E262), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen poultry, frozen seafood, and 
frozen fruits and vegetables, from points 
in Virginia east of the Chesapeake Bay 
and south of the Chesapeake and Dela¬ 
ware Canal to points in Colorado. Min¬ 
nesota, points in that part of Kansas on 


and west of UJS. Highway 77, and points 
in that part of Oklahoma on and west 
of U.S. Highway 83. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E263), filed 
May 1 5, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Bostcn, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen potatoes and potato prod¬ 
ucts, from Presque Isle, Easton, and Port¬ 
land. Maine, to points in Colorado. Iowa, 
Minnesota. Nebraska and Wisconsin. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Athens, Pa., and Le Rov. 
N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E264), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen potatoes and potato prod¬ 
ucts, from Portland. Maine, to points in 
that part of Maryland on and west of 
Interstate Highway 81. points in Ken¬ 
tucky and West Virginia, and Charlottes¬ 
ville, Waynesboro. Lynchburg, Roanoke, 
Salem, Radford. Pulaski, Danville, Mar¬ 
tinsville, and Bristol, Va. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Athens, Pa., and Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC-113843 (Sub-No. E267), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen potatoes, and potato prod¬ 
ucts, from Presque Isle, Easton, and 
Portland, Maine, to points in Cattarau¬ 
gus, Chautaugua, and Erie Counties. N.Y. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Athens, Pa., and Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

No. MC-119531 (Sub-No. E70), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS, 
INC., 5391 Wooster Road, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45226. Applicant's representative: 
Paul F. Beery, 8 East Broad Street, 
Columbus. Ohio 43215. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Scrap paper, from points in Wiscon¬ 
sin on and south of UJS. Highway 18, (a) 
to points in West Virginia, Ohio, points 
in that part of Indiana, on. south, and 
east of a line beginning at the Indiana- 
Ohio State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 24 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 31, thence along U.S. Highway 
31 to the Indiana-Kentucky State line, 
and points in Kentucky on and east of 
U.S. Highway 41; (b) to points in New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania; 
and (c) to points in Tennessee on and 
east of U.S. Highway 231. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gate- 
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ways of (1) Wabash, Ind., for (a) above; 
( 2 > Wabash, Ind., and Cleveland, Ohio, 
for (b) above; and (3) Wabash, Ind., 
and Cincinnati, Ohio, for (c) above. 

No. MC-119531 (Sub-No. E72>. filed 
June 4,1974. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS, 
INC., 5391 Wooster Road, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45226. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul P. Beery, 8 East Broad Street, 
Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Scrap paper , (1) between points in 
Indiana, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in New Jersey and New 
York, and (2) between points in that part 
of Indiana north and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Ohio-Indiana State line 
and extending west along Indiana High¬ 
way 44 to its intersection with Indiana 
Highway 37, thence along Indiana High¬ 
way 37 to Sulphur, thence along Indiana 
Highway 66 to the Ohio River at Cannel- 
ton. Indiana, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania north and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State 
line and extending east along Interstate 
Highway 76 to Breezewood, thence along 
Interstate Highway 70 to the Pennsyl- 
vania-Maryland State line. The purpose 
of tills filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC-119531 (Sub-No. E73), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS, 
INC., 5391 Wooster Road, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45226 Applicant’s representative: 
Paul P. Betry. 8 East Broad Street, Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Corrugated paper boxes (fibreboard 
or pulpboard), knocked down, from North 
Chicago, Ill., to points in Ohio south of 
a line beginning at the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line at East Liverpool, Ohio, 
and extending west along U.S. Highway 
30 to Wooster, thence along Ohio High¬ 
way 3 to Mt. Vernon, and thence along 
US. Highwav 36 to the Ohio-Indiana 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Anderson, 
Ind. 

No. MC-119531 (Sub-No. E74). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS, 
INC., 5391 Wooster Road, Cincinnati. 
Ohio 45226. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul P. Beery. 8 East Broad Street, Co¬ 
lumbus. Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Pulpboard (1) from Carthage, Ind., 
to points in West Virginia; and (2) from 
Carthage, Ind., to points in Washington. 
Greene, Fayette. Allegheny. Beaver. But¬ 
ler. and Erie Counties, Pa. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Circleville. Ohio. 

No. MC-119531 (Sub-No. E76), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applxant: SUN EXPRESS, 
INC., 5391 Wooster Road, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45226. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul F. Beerv, 8 East Broad Street. Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 


ing: Paper products, from the plant and 
warehouse sites of Weyerhaeuser Com¬ 
pany at Columbus, Ind., to points in 
Washington. Greene, Fayette. Allegheny, 
Beaver. Butler, and Erie Counties, Pa. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Circleville, Ohio. 

No. MC-119531 (Sub-No. E78> , filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS, 
INC., 5391 Wooster Road, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45226. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul P. Beery. 8 East Broad Street, Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paper and paper products, from the 
plant and warehouse sites of Weyer¬ 
haeuser Company at Columbus, Ind., to 
points in Tennessee on and east of a line 
beginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line and extending along Inter¬ 
state Highway 75 to Knoxville, thence 
along U.S. Highway 129 to the Tennessee- 
North Carolina State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC-124692 (Sub-No. E5), filed 
May 26. 1974. Applicant: SAMMONS 
TRUCKING. Missoula. Montana. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Gene P. Johnson, 
425 Gate City Budding, Fargo. North 
Dakota. Authoritv sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Roofing 
and roofing materials (except commodi¬ 
ties in bulk), from Denver, Colo., to 
points in Oregon. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Woods 
Cross, Utah. 

No. MC-128383 (Sub-No. E58). filed 
May 16. 1974. Applicant: PINTO 

TRUCKING SERVICE. INC., 1414 Cal- 
con Hoot Road, Sharon Hill, Pa. 19079. 
Applicant’s representative: Gere Id K. 
Gimmel (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), from O’Hare Inter¬ 
national Airport, Chicago, HI., to Phil¬ 
adelphia International Airport. Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of John F. 
Kennedy International Airport, New 
York, N.Y. 

No. MC-30045 (Sub-No. El), filed 
June 14, 1974. Applicant: KITCHELL 
TRUCK LINE. INC., 1745 University 
Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 55104. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: F. H. Krceger 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Farm machinery, from points in 
Campbell, Walworth, McPherson, and 
Edmunds Counties, S. Dak., tho c e in 
Potter and Paulk Counties north of U.S. 
Highway 212, those in Brown County east 
of South Dakota Highway 37, and those 
in Spink County, east of South Dakota 
Highway 37 and north of U S. Highway 
212 to points in Iowa east of U.S. High¬ 
way 63. The purpose of this filing is to 


eliminate the gateways of Fulda, Minn . 
and points within 15 miles thereof and 
Nobles County, Minn. 

No. MC-68860 (Sub-No. El) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed April 21, 1974. publi?hed in 
the Federal Register June 13, 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: RUSSELL TRANSFER, INC.. 
P.O. Box 2278, Roanoke, Va. 24009. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: L. G. Gregory. 
Jr. (same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Canned goods, sugar, and vine¬ 
gar, and such merchandise as are deal* 
in by wholesale, retail, and chain grocery 
and food business houses, (a) from Bal¬ 
timore and Frederick, Md., New York. 
N.Y., Philadelphia. Pa., Swedesboro. 
N.J., Wyoming, Houston, and Dover. Del., 
to Glenvar, Lynchburg, Christiansburg. 
Radford, Pulaski, Blacksburg, Norfolk. 
Richmond, Danville, Bristol, Narrows, 
and Grundy. Va., Greensboro, Canton, 
Asheville, Charlotte, Raleigh, Goldsboro, 
Walnut-Cove, Gastonia, Clayton. Dur¬ 
ham, Winston-Salem, and Salisbury, 
N.C., and points in Mercer and McDoweU 
Counties, W. Va., and points in South 
Carolina; (b) from Lvnchburg, Va., to 
points in Virginia within 75 miles of 
Lynchburg. (2) Angles, bars, bases, 
beams, bridge steel, channels, forms 
( structural), joists, piling, pipe <cast 
iron, plate or sheet), pipe fittings, p'ates 
(structural), rivets, rods, sheets, slabs. 
w : re rope, and accessories for beams and 
joists, from points in South Carolina, and 
Lynchburg, Norfolk, Richmond, Danvi’le. 
Bristol. Narrows, and Grundv, Va., Win¬ 
ston-Salem. Greensboro, Durham, Can¬ 
ton, Asheville. Charlotte, and Raleigh. 
NO., Washington, D.C., Baltimore, Md., 
Wilmimrton, Del., Philadelphia, Pit*^- 
turgh. Marcus Hook, York, and Harris¬ 
burg, Fa . Newark and Swedesboro, N J., 
and Charleston, Bluefleld. and Hunting- 
ton, W. Va.. to points in North Carolina 
on and we~t of points in Tennessee on 
and east of U.S. Highway 25W and on 
and north of a line beginning at Knox¬ 
ville. and extending along U S. Highwav 
23W to Newport, and thence along U S. 
Highwav 25 to the Tenne~see-North 
Carolina State line; and points in West 
Virginia on and south of U.S. Highway 
33. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateways of Roanoke. Lynch¬ 
burg, and Glenvar, Va. The purpose of 
this correction is to correctly describe the 
commodities and territories in propo al 
(1) above; and to correctly describe the 
gateways to be eliminated. 

No. MC-72465 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: DANIELS 

TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC.. Leba¬ 
non, N.H. Applicant’s representative: 
Frederick T. O’Sullivan. 622 Lowell 
Street, Peabody. Mass. 01960. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, from points in 
New Hampshire and Vermont within 25 
miles of Lebanon, N.H., to points in Hli- 
nois, Michigan, Wisconsin, % and points in 
that part of Ohio on and south of a lin; 
beginning at the Ohio-Indiana State line 
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and extending along Interstate Highway 
80 to junction Ohio Highway 109, thence 
along Ohio Highway 109 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30N, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 30N to junction U.S. Highway 30. 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E299), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 1636. 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 
5299 Roswell Road NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30342. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats , 
meat products, and meat by-products, as 
described in Section A of Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, 
from points in Arizona on and south of a 
line beginning at the Arizona-New Mex¬ 
ico State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 70 to Globe, thence along U.S. 
Highway 60 to Phoenix, thence along 
U.S. Highway 60/89 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 93. thence along U.S. 
Highway 93 to Wikieup. thence along 
unnumbered Arizona Highway to its 
junction with unnumbered improved 
Arizona Highway, thence along unnum¬ 
bered improved Arizona Highway to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 66. then 
along U.S. Highway 66 to the Arizona- 
California State line, to points in New 
York on and east of a line beginning at 
the New York-Pennsylvania State line, 
thence extending along New York High¬ 
way 17 to Owego, thence along New York 
Highway 96 to its junction with New 
York Highway 38. thence along New York 
Highway 38 to its junction New York 
Highway 13, thence along New York 
Highway 13 to Cortland, thence along 
Interstate Highway 81 to the United 
States-Canada International Boundary 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Dothan, Ala. 

No. MC-110988 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 23. 1974. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TANK LINES. INC.. 200 West Cecil 
Street, Neenah, Wis. 54956. Applicant’s 
representative: Neil A. DuJardin (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Chemicals used as fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials (except liquid nitrogen, liquid 
hydrogen, liquid oxygen, and fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials manufactured 
from petroleum and petroleum prod¬ 
ucts). in bulk: (a) from El Dorado and 
Kenosha, Wis., to points in New York 
and New Jersey; (b) from Marshall, 
Madison, Edmund, and Janesville, Wis., 
to points in New York, New Jersey, and 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan; (c) 
from Kenosha and Janesville, Wis., to 
points in Minnesota on and north of 
U.S. Highway 16; (d) from Madison, 
Wis., to points in that part of Minnesota 
on. north, and west of a line beginning at 
Breckenridge, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 210 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 6, thence along Minnesota 


Highway 6 to junction U.S. Highway 71, 
thence along U.S. Highway 71 to Inter¬ 
national Falls; (e) from Marshall, Wis., 
to points in that part of Minnesota on, 
north, and west of a line beginning at 
Breckenridge, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 210 to junction U.S. Highway 
71, thence along U.S. Highway 71 to 
International Falls. 

(2) Chemicals used as fertilizer and 
fertilizer materials (except fertilizer and 
fertilizer materials manufactured from 
petroleum and petroleum products), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles; (a) from Keno¬ 
sha, Wis., to points in Wyoming, Colo-* 
rado, Nebraska. Kansas. Missouri, Okla¬ 
homa, Texas. Arkansas, Louisiana, Ala¬ 
bama, points in that part of Tennessee, 
on and west of U.S. Highway 27, points 
in that part of Pennsylvania on and east 
of U.S. Highway 15, points in that part 
of North Dakota on and west of North 
Dakota Highway 3, and points in that 
part of South Dakota on, west, and south 
of a line beginning at the North Dakota- 
South Dakota State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 83 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 16, thence along U.S. Highway 16 to 
the South Dakota-Iowa State line; (b) 
from El Dorado, Wis.. to points in Colo¬ 
rado, Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma. 
Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana. Mississippi, 
Alabama, Kentucky, West Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, points in that part of Ten¬ 
nessee on and west of U.S. Highway 27. 
points in that part of Ohio on and south 
of U.S. Highway 50. points in that part 
of Indiana on, west, and south of a line 
beginning at the Indiana-Iliinois State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 150 to 
junction Indiana Highway 56, thence 
along Indiana Highway 56 to Aurora,, 
points in that part of Nebraska on and 
south of a line beginning at the Wyo- 
ming-Nebraska State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 20 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 183, thence along U.S. Highway 183 
to junction Nebraska Highway 91, 
thence along Nebraska Highway 91 to the 
Iowa-Nebraska State line, and those in 
that part of Wyoming on. west, and south 
of a line beginning at the Montana- 
Wyoming State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 87 to junction U.S. Highway 20. 
thence along U.S. Highway 20 to the 
Wyoming-Nebraska State line; (c) from 
Janesville, Wis., to points in Wyoming, 
Colorado. Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas. 
Missouri, Arkansas. Louisiana, Missis¬ 
sippi. Alabama, Kentucky, Pennsylvania, 
points in that part of Tennessee west of 
U.S. Highway 27, points in that part of 
Ohio south of U.S. Highway 24, points 
in that part of Indiana south of U.S. 
Highway 24, and points in that part of 
Nebraska south of U.S. Highway 20; (d) 
from Marshall, Wis., to points in Wyo¬ 
ming, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma. 
Texas, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Kentucky, Penn¬ 
sylvania. points in that part of Tennes¬ 
see west of U.S. Highway 27, points in 
that part of Ohio south of U.S. Highway 
24, points in that part of Indiana south 
of U.S. Highway 24, and points in that 
part of Nebraska south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Wyoming-Nebraska State 


line, thence along U.S. Highway 20 to 
junction U.S. Highway 281, thence along 
U.S. Highway 281 to junction Nebraska 
Highway 91, thence along Nebraska 
Highway 91 to the Nebraska-Iowa State 
line; 

(e) From Madison, Wis., to points in 
Wyoming. Colorado. Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Kentucky, Penn¬ 
sylvania. points in that part of Tennes¬ 
see west of U.S. Highway 27, points in 
that part of Ohio east and south of a 
line beginning at the Ohio-Indiana State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 224 to 
junction U.S. Highway 25, thence along 
U.S. Highway 25 to the Mi:higan-Indiana 
State line, points in that part of Nebraska 
south and west of a line b‘ ginning at 
the Wyoming-Nebraska State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 20 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 83, thence along U.8. 
Highway 83 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 2. thence along Nebraska Highway 
2 to the Nebraska-Iowa State line, points 
in that part of Wyoming south and west 
of a line beginning at the Montana- Wyo¬ 
ming State line, thence along Wyoming 
Highway 59 to junction U.S. Highway 20, 
thence along U.S. Highway 20 to the 
Wyoming-Nebraska State line, and 
points in that part of Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 24; (f) from Edmund. 
Wis., to points in Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
West Virginia. Kentucky. Alabama. Mis¬ 
sissippi, Louisiana. Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Indiana (except Lake and Portsr 
Counties), .points in tint part of Ten¬ 
nessee west of U S. Highway 27. points 
in that part of Colorado south and west 
of a line beginning st the Ncbra^ka- 
Colorado State line, thence along Colo¬ 
rado State Highway 71 to junction U.S. 
Highway 24, thence along U.S. Highway 
24 to junction U.S. Highway 385. thence 
along U.S. Highway 385 to the Colorado- 
Oklahoma State line, and points in that 
port of Wyoming south and west of a line 
beginning at the Montana-Wyoming 
State line, thence along Wyoming High¬ 
way 12u to junction U.S. Highway 26. 
thence along U.S. Highway 26 to the 
Wyoming-Nebraska State line. (3) 
Phosphoric acid and phosphatic fertil¬ 
izer solutions , in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the plantsite of Hydrite Chemical 
Co., at Milwaukee, Wis., to points in New 
York, New Jersey. Wyoming. Nebraska, 
Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana. Missis¬ 
sippi, Alabama, points in that part of 
Michigan on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at Eay City, thence along Michigan 
Highway 15 to junction U.S. Highway 10, 
thence along U.S. Highway 10 to Detroit, 
points in that part of Tennessee on and 
west of U.S. Highway 27, and points in 
that part of Pennsylvania on and east of 
U.S. Highway 15. 

(4) Lignin liquor . In bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles; (a) from Park Falls, Wis., to 
Hazelhurst, Miss., to points in Arkansas. 
Louisiana. Oklahoma, Texas, points in 
that part of Kansas on, east, and south 
of a line beginning at the Oklahoma - 
Kansas State line, thence along U.S. 
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Highway 81 to junction U.S. Highway 
54 , thence along U.S. Highway 54 to the 
Missouri-Kansas State line, and points 
in that part of Missouri on, south, and 
east of a line beginning at the Kansas- 
Missouri State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 54 to junction U.S. Highway 65, 
thence along U.S. Highway 65 to junc¬ 
tion UJS. Highway 26, thence along U.S. 
Highway 36 to the Mlssouri-Illinois State 
line; (b) from Green Bay, Wis., to Hazel- 
hurst, Miss., and points in Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Missouri, Kansas. Oklahoma, 
Texas, Colorado, points in that part of 
Nebraska on. west, and south of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Wyoming 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
20 to junction U.S. Highway 281, thence 
along U.S. Highway 281 to junction Ne¬ 
braska Highway 91, thence along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 91 to the Nebraska- 
Iowa State line, and points in that part 
of Wyoming on, west, and south of a line 
beginning at the Wyoming-Montana 
State line, thence along Wyoming High¬ 
way 120 to junction U.S. Highway 20, 
thence along U.S. Highway 20 to the 
Wyoming-Nebraska State line; (c) from 
Rothschild, Wis., to points in Missouri, 
Kansas, Colorado, Oklahoma, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and Texas. (5) Chemicals (ex¬ 
cept liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, liq¬ 
uid nitrogen, wood preservatives, and 
water repellents), in bulk, in tank and 
hopper-type vehicles, from South Beloit, 
m M to points in Pennsylvania. West Vir¬ 
ginia, and points in that part of Ohio 
on, north, and east of a line beginning at 
Toledo, thence along Ohio Highway 2 
to junction Ohio Highway 13, thence 
along Ohio Highway 13 to junction U.S. 
Highway 33. thence rlong U.S. Highway 
33 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line. 

(6) Chemicals (except liquid hydro¬ 
gen. liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen), 
in bulk, from South Beloit, Ill., to points 
in North Dakota, Louisiana, points in 
that part of Minnesota west of U.S. High¬ 
way 65, to points in that part of South 
Dakota on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Wyoming-South Dakota 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
16 to junction U.S. Highway 14, thence 
along U.S. High wav 14 to the South 
Dakota-Minnssota State line, points in 
that part of Texas on and south of U.S. 
Highway 66. points in that part of Okla¬ 
homa on and south of a line beginning 
at the Texas-Oklahoma State line, thence 
along U. S. Highway 66 to junction Okla¬ 
homa State Highway 3, thence along 
Oklahoma State Highway 3 to the Okla¬ 
homa-Arkansas State line, roints in that 
part of Mississippi on and south of U.S. 
Highway 80, points in that part of Ala¬ 
bama on and south of U.S. Highway 80, 
points in that part of Colorado on and 
west of U.S. Highway 85, and points in 
that part of Wy oming on, west, and south 
of a line beginning at the Wyoming- 
Montana State line, thence along Wyom¬ 
ing Highway 120 to junction Wyoming 
Highway 789, thence along Wyoming 
Highway 789 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 287. thence along U.S. Highway 
287 to the Wyoming-Colorado State 
hne. (7) Chemicals used as dry fer¬ 


tilizer and dry fertilizer materials (ex¬ 
cept liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, 
and liquid nitrogen), in bulk, from 
the plant site of USS Agri-Chemicals. 
Inc., at Chicago Heights, m.. to 
points in Minnesota, North Dakota, 
points in that part of Michigan on and 
west of a line beginning at the Wiscon- 
sin-Michigan State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 45 to junction Michigan 
Highway 26, thence along Michigan 
Highway 26 to Cooper Harbor, and 
points in that part of Wisconsin in, 
north, and west of Vilas, Oneida. Lincoln, 
Marathon, Portage, Adams, Juneau, 
Sauk, Richland, and Crawford Counties, 
points in that part of South Dakota on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Wyoming-South Dakota State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 16 to junc¬ 
tion US. Highway 281, thence along 
U.S. Highwav 281 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 14. thence along U S. Highw r av 14 
to the South Dakota-Minnesota State 
line. (8) Dry fertilizer and dry fertilizer 
materials (except fertiliser and fertilizer 
materials manufactured from petroleum 
products), in bulk, from the riant site 
of USS Agri-Chemicals, Inc., at Chicago 
Heights, Ill., to points in that part of 
Iowa on. north, and west ol a line be¬ 
ginning at the Nebraska-Iowa State line, 
thence almg Iowa Highway 2 to 
junction U.S. Highway 59, thence along 
U.S. Highway 59 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 18. thence along U.S. Highway 18 to 
the Iowo-Wi«con<dn State line 
(9) Chemicals used as dry fertilizer and 
dry fertilizer materials (except fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials manufactured 
from petroleum and petroleum prod¬ 
ucts) . in bulk, in tank vehicles; (a) from 
the riant site of USS Agri-Chemicals, 
Inc., at Chicago Heights, HI., to points 
in Wyoming. Colorado, Texas, points in 
that part of Nebraska on and west of 
U.S. Highway 281, points in that part of 
Kansas on and west of U.S. Highway 81, 
points in that part of Louisiana on and 
south of a hne beginning at the Arkan- 
sas-Louisiana State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 71 to junction U.S. High- 
wav 84. thence along U.S. Highway 84 
to the MKsisrtopi-Louirtana S*ate line, 
points in that part of Mississippi on and 
south of a line beginning at the Loui- 
siana-Mississippi State line, thence along 
Mississippi H'ghway 26 to junction U.S. 
Highway 98, thence along U.S. Highway 
98 to the Mississippi-Alabama State line, 
and points in that rart of Alabama on 
and south of U.S. Highway 98; (b) from 
the plant site and warehouse facilities 
of Darling & Co., at Chicago, Ill., to points 
in Wyoming, Colorado, Kansas, Okla¬ 
homa, Texas, Louisiana, points in that 
part of Alabama on and south of U.S. 
Highway 89, points in that part of Mis¬ 
sissippi on and south of U.S. Highway 
80, points in that rart of Arkansas on, 
west, and south of a line beginning at the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S. 
Highway 65, thence along U.S. Highway 
65 to the Arkansas-Louisiana State line, 
and points in that part of Nebraska on, 
west, and sou*h of a line beginning at 
the South Dakota-Nebraska State line, 


thence along U.S. Highway 81 to in¬ 
tersection US. Highvay 30. the v ce 
along U.S. Highway 30 to the Ne- 
braska-Iowa State line; (c) from the 
plant site of International Minerals & 
Chemical Corporation at Chicago 
Heights, Ill., to points in Wyoming. 
Colorado, Texas, points in that part 
of Nebraska on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 281, points in that part of Kansas 
on and west of U.S. Highway 81. po'nt.s 
in that part of Oklahoma on and west of 
a line beginning at the Kansas-Okla- 
homa State line, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 35 to junction Oklahoma Highwav 
3, thence alang Oklahoma Highway 3 
to junction U S. Highway 70, thence 
along U.S. Highway 70 to the A»kansas- 
Louirtana State line, points in that part 
of Mississippi on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Louisiana-Missis«inri 
State line, thence along Mississippi High¬ 
way 26 to junction U.S. Highway 98, 
thence along U.S. Highway 98 to the Mis- 
s’ssinri-Alabama State line, and points 
in that nart of Alabama on and south of 
U.S. Highway 98. 

no> Chemicals used as dry fertili^r 
and dry fertilizer materials (except liq¬ 
uid hvdrogen, linuid oxygen, and liquid 
nitrogen), in bulk; (a) from the plant 
site and warehouse facilities of Dati ng 
& Co. at Chicago. TIL, to points in Min¬ 
nesota, North Dakota, points in that part 
o* Wi'Conrtu on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at Prescott, thence along Wi~- 
conrtn Highway 29 to junction Wisconrtn 
Highway 22, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 22 to junction U.S. Highwav 
41, thrnice along U.S. Highway 4! 
to Marinette, points in that part cf 
41 to Martnette. points in that rart o f 
Michigan on and west of a line beginning 
at M®uomin®®, thence along U.S. Hi®h- 
wav 41 to Marquette, and points in that 
rart of South Dakota on and north of a 
line beginning at the South Dako^o- 
W' r oming State line, thence along U S. 
Highwav 16 to junction South Pa^n 
High wav 47. thence along South Dakota 
Highway 47 to iuncMon U.S. Highway t A , 
thence along U.S. Highway 14 to the 
South Dakota-Minnesota State line: (b) 
from the riant site o f W. R Grace & Co., 
located at or near Henry, Ill., to roints 
in N®w York and New Jersev. (11) Dry 
fertilizer and dry fertilizer materials (ev- 
cert fertilize^ and fertiliser material 
manufactured from petroleum prod¬ 
ucts), in bulk, from the plant sit® ard 
warehouse facilities of Darling & Co., at 
Chicago, Ill., to points in that part of 
Iowa, on, north, and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Iowa-Nebraska State li^®, 
thence along U.S. Highway 6 to junc¬ 
tion. U.S. Highway 69. thence along U S. 
Highway 69 to umetion U.S. Highway 18, 
thence along U.S. Highway 18 to the 
Iowa-Wisconrtn State line. (12) Chemi¬ 
cals used as dry fertilizer and dry ferVl - 
\z°r materials , in bulk; (a) from the 
plant site of International Minerals & 
Chemical Corporation at Chicago 
Heights, I1V, to points in Minnesota. 
North Dakota, and points in that part of 
South Dakota on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 14; (b) from the plant site of W. R. 
Grace & Co., located at or near Henry, 
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Ill., to points in North Dakota, and 
points in that part of South Dakota on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Wyoming-South Dakota State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 14 to junc¬ 
tion South Dakota Highway 37, thence 
alang South Dakota Highway 37 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 12. thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to the South Dakota-Min- 
nesota State line. 

(13) Chemicals used as fertilizer and 
fertilizer materials (except wocd pre¬ 
servatives and water repellants), in bulk, 
in tank or hopper-type vehicles, from 
the plant site of International Minerals 
and Chemical Corporation at Delmar, 
Iowa, to points in Pennsylvania, points 
in that part of West Virginia on and east 
of a line beginning at the West Virginia- 
Ohio State line, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 50 to junction West Virginia High¬ 
way 16, thence along West Virginia High¬ 
way 16 to junction U.S. Highway 19, 
thence along U.S. Highway 19 to the 
West Virginia-Virginia State line, and 
points in that part of Ohio on and east 
of a line beginning at Vermilion, Ohio, 
thence along Ohio Highway 60 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 36, thence along Ohio 
Highway 36 to junction Ohio Highway 
83. thence along Ohio Highway 83 to the 
Ohio-West Virginia State line. (14) 
Liquid fertilizer and liquid fertilizer in - 
gradients (except petroleum products), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Streator, 
HI., to points in that part of Ohio, on, 
south, and east of a line beginning at 
the Ohio-Indiana State line, thence 
along Ohio Highway 81 to junction U S. 
Highway 30S, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 30S to junction Ohio Highway 4, 
thence along Ohio Highway 4 to San¬ 
dusky. (15) Chemicals (except liquid 
hydrogen, liquid oxygen, liquid niti*ogen, 
hydroflousiliac acid, and chemicals de¬ 
rived from petroleum), in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, from Mason City, 
Iowa, to points in New York. New Jersey, 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan, and 
points in that part of the Upper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan, on, north, and east 
of a line beginning at Marquette, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to junction M chi- 
gan Highway 95, thence along Michigan 
Highway 95 to junction U.S. Highway 2, 
thence along U.S. Highway 2 to Escan- 
aba. (16) Chemicals (except liquid hy¬ 
drogen. liquid oxvgen, liquid nitrogen, 
hydroflousiliac acid, chemicals derived 
from petroleum, wood preservatives, and 
water repellants), in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, from Mason City, 
Iowa, to points in Ohio, West Virginia, 
and Pennsylvania. 

(17) Chemicals (except hydroflousiliac 
acid and chemicals derived from petro¬ 
leum), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Mason City, Iowa, to points in Alabama, 
points in that part of Tennessee bounded 
by a line beginning at the Tennessee- 
TCentucky State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 27 to the Tennessee-Georgia 
State line, thence along the Tennessee- 
Georgia. Tcnnessee-Alabama, and Ten- 
nessee-MississTpi State lines to junction 
Tennessee Highway 22. thence along 
Tennessee Highway 22 to junction Ten¬ 
nessee Highway 77, thence along Ten¬ 


nessee Highway 77 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 641, thence along U.S. Highway 641 
to the Tennessee-Kentucky State line, 
points in that part of Mississippi, on, 
south, and east of a line begimiing at the 
Mississippi-Tennessee State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 45 to junction U.S. 
Highway 82, thence along U.S. Highway 
82 to junction U.S. Highway 51, thence 
along U.S. Highway 51 to the Mississinpi- 
Louisiana State line, and those points 
In Louisiana on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Louisiana-Mississippi 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 51 
to junction U.S. Highway 61, thence 
along U.S. Highway 61 to the Mississippi 
River, thence along the Mississippi River 
to the Gulf of Mexico. (18) Anhydrous 
ammonia , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the plant sites of Farmland Industries, 
Ind.. and W. R. Grace & Co., at or near 
Fort Dcdge, Iowa, to points in New York, 
New Jersey, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, West Virginia. Kentucky, Ala¬ 
bama, Mississippi, points in the Lcwer 
Peninsula of Michigan, points in that 
part of the Unper Peninsula of Michigan 
on and east of a line beginning at Cooper 
Harbor, thence along U.S. Highway 41 
to junction U.S. Highway 141, thence 
along U.S. Highway 141 to the Michigan- 
Wisconsin State line, points in that part 
cf Wisconsm on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Wisconsin-Michigan State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 141 to 
junction Wisconsin Hbhw^y 22, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 22 to junction 
U.S. Highway 51, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 51 to the Wisconsin-TTinois State 
line, points in that part of Tennessee on 
and west of U.S. Highway 27, and points 
in that part of Louisiana on and east of 
a line beginning at the Mississi^ri- 
Louisiana State line, thence along U S. 
Highway 61 to New Orleans and the Mis¬ 
sissippi River, thence along the Missis¬ 
sippi River to the Gulf of Mexico. 

(19) Lime, in bulk, in tank or hopr*er- 
type vehicles, from River Rcuge. Mich., 
to points in Minnesota. (20) Lime , in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from River Rouge, 
Mich., to points in North Dakota. South 
Dakota. Nebraska, Colorado, Kansas, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas. Louisiana, 
points in that part of Tennessee on and 
west of a line beginning at the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 45E to junction U.S. Highway 
45, thence along U.S. Highway 45 to the 
Tennessee-Mississippi State line, points 
in that part of Mississippi west of a line 
beginning at the Tennessee-Mississippi 
State line, thence alonk U.S. Highway 45 
to junction Mississippi Highway 69, 
thence along Mississippi Highway 69 to 
the Alabama-Mississinpi State line, and 
points in that part of Alabama on and 
south of a line beginning at Alabama- 
Mississippi State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 84 to junction Alabama High¬ 
way 55. thence along Alabama Highway 
55 to the Alabama-Florida State line. 
(21) Lignin pitch, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Appleton and Rhinelander, 
Wis.. to Hazelhurst. Miss., points in Colo¬ 
rado. and points in that part of Nebraska, 
on, south, and west of a line beginning at 
the Wyoming-Nebraska State line, 


thence along U.S. High vay 30 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 28?, thence along U.S. 
Highway 283 to foe Nebraska-Kansas 
State line. (22) Chemicals used as liquid 
fertilizer and liquid fer^Uiz^r ingredients 
(except liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, 
and liquid nitrogen), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Thomtown, Ind., to points 
in Minnesota, points in the Urper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan, on **nd west of a line 
beginning at Marquette, thence along 
U.S. Highway 41 to E*c~ncba, and points 
in that part of Wiser n^’n, on, west, and 
north of a line beginning at the Wiscon- 
sin-Illinois State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 51 to junction U.S. Highway 
151, thence along U.S. Highway 151 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 23. thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 23 to 
Sheboygan. 

(23) Chemi~aIs u$~d as liquid fertilizer 
and liquid fertilizer ingredients, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Thomtown. Ind.! 
to points in North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Wyoming, Colcrad?, Nebraska, points in 
that part of Kansa* on end west of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas State 
line, thence along U.S.“Highway 73 to 
junction U.S. Hichwav 70. thence along 
U.S. Highway 70 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way ?5, thence al*ng U.S. Highway 35 to 
the Kansas-Oklahom? State line, points 
in that part of Oklah'mn on and west of 
U.S. Highway 35. and points in that part 
of Texas on and west of U.S. Highway 
69. (24) Lime, qui n k or hydrated, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles: (a) from Chicago. HI., 
to points in Pennsylvania, New York, 
We*t Viririnia, Kentucky. North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Wyoming, Nebraska, 
Colorado, Kansas, T^*x°s, Oklahoma, 
Arkansas. Louisiana. Mississippi, Ala¬ 
bama, Ohio (except no’n f s in Cuyahoga, 
Geauga. Portage, and Lorain Counties), 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan, points 
in that part of Wisconsin north and west 
of a line be^nning at the Wisconsin- 
Minnesota State line, thence alcng 
Wisconsin Highway 29 to junction U.S. 
Highway 51. thence along U.S. Highway 
51 to the Wisconsin-Mlchi^an State line, 
and points in that part of Tennessee, on, 
west, and south of a line beginning at the 
Tennessee-Kentucky State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 45E to junction U.S. 
Highway 45. thence sbng U.S. Highway 
45 to junction U.S. Highway 64, thence 
along U.S. Highway 64 to junction U.S. 
Highway 27. thence along U.S. Highway 
27 to the Tennessee-Georgia State line: 
(b) from Buffington, Ind., to points in 
North Dakota. Sou*h Dakota. Wyoming, 
Nebraska. Colorado. Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Arkansas. Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama, points in that rart of Ten¬ 
nessee. on, south, and west of a line 
beginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line, thence along Tennessee High¬ 
way 69 to junction U.S. Highway 70. 
thence along U.S. Highway 70 to junction 
U.S. Highway 41. thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 41 to the Tennessee-Georgia State 
line. 

(25) Lignin liquor, in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, from Cloquet, 
Minn., to points in Michigan on and 
south of Michigan Highway 55. (26) Dry 
chemicals used as animal and poultry 
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feed ingredients, in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, from Chicago 
Heights, HI., to points in North Dakota, 
points in that part of South Dakota on 
and north of U S. Highway 14, and points 
in that part of Michigan on and west of 
a line beginning at Marquette, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to Escanaba. (27) 
AQua ammonia , in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Milwaukee, Wis., to points in New 
York and New Jersey. (28) Liquid aqua 
ammonia, in bulk, in tank or hopper-type 
vehicles, from Milwaukee, Wis., to points 
in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and 
points in Ohio on and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at Toledo, thence along Ohio 
Highway 2 to junction U.S. Highway 250, 
thence along U.S. Highway 250 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 83, thence along Ohio 
Highway 83 to junction Ohio Highway 60, 
thence along Ohio Highway 60 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 339, thence along 
Ohio Highway 339 to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line. (29) Aqua ammonia , 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Milwau¬ 
kee, Wis., to points in Wyoming, Col¬ 
orado, Kansas, Nebraska, Texas, Okla¬ 
homa, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Alabama, points in that part 
of Tennessee on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 27, points In that part of Kentucky 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
Kentucky-Indiana State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 231 to junction U.S. 
Highway 68. thence along U.S. Hicrhway 
68 to junction U.S. Highway 60, thence 
along U.S. High** ay 60 to Kentucky-West 
Virginia State line and points in that 
part of South Dakota, on, south, and 
west of a line beginning at the Wyo¬ 
ming-South Dakota State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 16 to junction U.S. 
Highway 83, thence alnxig U.S. Highway 
83 to the South Dakota-Nebraska State 
line. (30) Chemicals us^d as liquid fer¬ 
tilizer and liquid fertilizer ingredients 
(except petroleum products, liquid 
hydrogen, liquid oxvgen, and liquid 
nitrogen), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Warsaw, Ind., to points in Minnesota, 
points in that part of Michigan on and 
west of a line beginning at Marquette, 
thence along U.S. Highway 41 to Es¬ 
canaba, points in that part of Wisconsin 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Wisconsln-Michigen State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 26. thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 26 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 51, thence along U S. Highway 51 to 
the Wisconsin-Plinois State line. 

(31) Chemicals used as liquid fertilizer 
and liquid fertilizer ingredients (except 
petroleum products), In bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Warsaw, Ind., to points 
in North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyo¬ 
ming, Nebraska. Colorado, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
points in that part of Missouri west of a 
line beginning at Cape Girardeau, thence 
along U.S. Highway 61 to the Missouri - 
Arkansas State line, and points in that 
Part of Arkansas west of U.S. Highway 
61. (32) Chemicals used as sand addi¬ 
tives, dry, in bulk, in tank vehicles; (a) 
from Belvidere, HI., to points in Wyo¬ 
ming, Nebraska, Colorado, Kansas, 
Missouri, Oklahoma, Texas, Arkansas, 


Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, points 
in that part of Tennessee on and west 
of U.S. Highway 27, points in that part of 
North Dakota, on, west, and north of a 
line beginning at the North Dakota- 
South Dakota State line, thence along 
North Dakota Highway 1 to junction 
U.S. Highway 2, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 2 to the North Dakota-Mihnesota 
State line, and points in that part 
of South Dakota on and west of a line 
beginning at the North Dakota-South 
Dakota State line, thence along South 
Dakota Highway 37 to junction South 
Dakota Highway 20, thence along South 
Dakota Highway 20 to junction U.S. 
Highway 81. thence along U.S. Highway 
81 to the South Dakota-Nebraska Stcte 
line: (b) from Archbold and Woodworth, 
Ohio, to points in North Dakota. South 
Dakota, Wyoming, Nebraska, Colorado. 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, points in that 
pait of Missouri west of a line beginning 
at St. LouK thence along U.S. Highway 
67 to the Missouri-Arkansas State line, 
points in that part of Arkansas west of 
U.S. Highway 167. and points in that part 
of Louisiana we c t of a line beginning at 
Arkansas-Louhiana St^te line, thence 
along U.S. Hicrhway 167 to junction U.S. 
Highway 90. thence along U.S. Highway 
90 to junction Louisiana Highway 317, 
thence along Louisiana Highway 317 to 
the Gulf of Mexico. (33) Chemicals (ex¬ 
cept lignin liquor and lignin pitch), in 
bulk, in tank or horper-type vehicles, 
from Neenah. Menasha, Anpleton, and 
Kimberly, Wis., to points in North 
Dakota and South Dakota. 

(34) Chemicals (except lignin liquor, 
lignin pitch liquid hydrogen, liquid oxy¬ 
gen, and liquid nitrogen), in bulk, in 
tank or hopper-type vehicles, from Nee- 
nah, Menasha, Appleton, and Kimberly, 
Wis., to Detroit, Mich., and points in New 
York and New Jersey. (35) Chemicals 
(except lignin liquor and lignin pitch), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles; (a) from Nee- 
nah, Menasha, Appleton, and Kimberly, 
Wis., to points in Colorado, Kansas. 
Oklahoma, Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana. 
Mississippi, Alabama, Kentucky, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, points in that 
part of Tennessee on and west of U.S. 
Highway 27, points in that part of Wy¬ 
oming on and south of U.S. Highway 26. 
points in that part of Nebraska on and 
south of a line beginning at the Nebras- 
ka-Wyoming State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 20 to junction Wyoming 
Highway 2, thence along Wyoming High¬ 
way 2 to junction U.S. Highway 30, 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to the 
Iowa-Nebraska State line, and points in 
that part of Ohio, on, south, and east of 
a line beginning at the Indiana-Ohio 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 36 
to junction Ohio Highway 4, thence 
along Ohio Highway 4'to Sandusky; (b) 
from Groos. Mich., to points in Iowa, Illi¬ 
nois. Missouri, and Indiana. (36) Lignin 
liquor, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Oconto Falls, Wis., to points in West 
Virginia, Kentucky, Alabama, Missis¬ 
sippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, 
North Carolina, points in that part of 
Tennessee on and west of U.S. Highway 


27, points in that part of Wyoming, on, 
west, and south of a line beginning at 
the Montana-Wyoming State line, 
thence along Wyoming Highway 120 to 
junction U.S. Highway 20, thence along 
U.S. Highway 20 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 26, thence along U.S. Highway 26 to 
the Wyoming-Nebraska State line, points 
in that part of Virginia east of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-Tennessee 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
81 to junction U.S. Highway 21, thence 
along U.S. Highway 21 to the Virginia- 
West Virginia State line, and points in 
that rart of Maryland east of U.S. High- 
wav 522. 

(37) Chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles; (a) from Groos, Mich., to points 
in North Dakota. South Dakota. Ohio, 
Indiana, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Kentucky, points in that part 
of Illinois north and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Illlnois-Wisconsin Stat« 
line, thence along Illinois Highway 47 
to junction U.S. Highway 80, thence 
along U.S. Highway 80 to the Ulinois-In- 
diana State line, points in that part of 
Tennessee on and west of U.S. Highway 
27, points in that part of Wyoming on 
and south of U.S. Highway 26, points in 
that part of Nebraska on and south of a 
line beginning at the Wyoming-Nebraska 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 26 
to junction U.S. Highway 30, thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 to the Nebraska- 
Iowa State line, points in that rart c‘ 
West Virginia on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 33, and points in that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania on and erst of a line beginning 
at the New York-Pennsvlvania State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 220 to 
junction U.S. Highway 6, thence along 
U S. Highway 6 to junction U.S. Highway 
81, thence along U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction U.S. Highway 83, thence along 
U.S. Highway 83 to the Mnryland-Penn- 
sylvania State line; (b) from Portage, 
Wis., to East St. Louis, Ill., points in Colo¬ 
rado, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Mis¬ 
souri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississipri, 
Alabama, Kentucky, West Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, points in that part of Ten¬ 
nessee on and west of U.S. Highway 27. 
points in that pafrt of Wyoming on and 
south of U.S. Highway 26, and points in 
that part of Nebraska south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Wyoming-Nebraska State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 26 to 
juncticn U.S. Highway 30, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction Nebraska 
Highway 2, thence along Nebraska High¬ 
way 2 to the Nebraska-Iowa State line. 

(38) Chemicals (except liquid hydrogen, 
liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen), in 
tulk, in tank vehicles, from Portage. Wi . 
to points in New York and New Jersey. 

(39) Chemicals (except liquid hydrogen, 
liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Portage, Wig., 
to points in New York and New Jersey. 

(40) Chemicals (except wood preserva¬ 
tives, water repellents, liquid hydrogen, 
liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen), in 
bulk, in tank or hopper-type vehicles, 
from Ostego, Mich., to points in Minne¬ 
sota on and east of U.S. Highway 65, and 
points in that part of Wisconsin on and 
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west of a line beginning at the WLcon- 
sin-Hlinois State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 51 to junction Wisconsin 
Highway 26. thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 26 to junction U.S. Highway 41, 
thence along U.S. Highway 41 to Wis- 
consin-Michigan State line. 

<41) Chemicals (except wood pre¬ 
servatives and water repellents), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Ostego, Mich., to 
East St. Louis, Ill., points in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming. 
Nebraska, Colorado. Kansas, Missouri. 
Oklahoma, Texas, Arkansas, Mississippi, 
points in that part of Tennessee on and 
west of Tennessee Highway 69, and those 
points in Alabama on and west of a line 
beginning at the Tennessee-Alabama 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 43 
to junction Alabama Highway 14. thence 
along Alabama Highway 14 to junction 
Alabama Highway 41. thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 41 to the Alabama-Flor- 
ida State line. (42) Dry glue , in bulk, 
in tank or hopper-type vehicles; (a) from 
Chicago, HI., to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan, points in that 
part of Minnesota, on, north, and west of 
a line beginning at the Iowa-Minnesota 
State line, thence along Minnesota High¬ 
way 4 to junction U.S. Highway 16, 
thence along U.S. Highway 16 to the Wis- 
consin-Minnesota State line, and points 
h that part of Wisconsin on and north 
of a line beginning at the Wisconsin- 
Minnesota State line, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 54 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 10, thence along UB. Highway 10 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 110, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 110 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 150, thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 150 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 47, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 47 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 41, thence along U.S. Highway 41 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 54, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 54 to Algoma; 
(b) from Indianapolis, Ind., to points in 
Minnesota, points in that part of Mich¬ 
igan west of a line beginning at Mar¬ 
quette, thence along U.S. Highway 41 to 
Escanaba, and points in that part of 
Wisconsin on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Wisconsin-Minnesota State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 16 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 23, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 23 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 55. thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 55 to junction U.S. 
Highway 41, thence along U.S. Highway 
41 to junction Wisconsin Highway 54, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 54 to 
Algoma. 

(43) Chromium sulphate, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles from Milwaukee, Wis., to 
points in New York, New Jersey, Ala¬ 
bama, Mississippi, Louisiana. Arkansas, 
Missouri, points in that part of Mich¬ 
igan on and east of a line beginning at 
Bay City, thence along Michigan High¬ 
way 15 to junction U.S. Highway 10, 
thence along U.S. Highway 10 to Detroit, 
points in that part of South Dakota, on, 
south, and west of a line beginning at 
the Wyoming-South Dakota State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 14 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 16, thence along U.S. 
Highway 16 to junction U.S. Highway 
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83, thence along U.S. Highway 83 to the 
South Dakota-Nebraska State line, and 
points in that part of Kentucky on and 
south of a line beginning at the Ken- 
tucky-Indiana State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 231 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 68. thence along U.S. Highway 68 
to junction U.S. Highway 60, thence 
along U.S. Highway 60 to the Kentucky- 
West Virginia S’ate line. (44) Lignin 
liquor , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Cloquet, Minn., to points in New York, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey. Ohio, Indiana, 
Kentucky, West Virginia, Maryland, 
Virginia, North Carolina. South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Geor¬ 
gia, Florida, and Illinois (except points in 
Jo Daviess, Stephenson, Winnebago, 
Carroll, Ogle. Mercer, Henderson, War¬ 
ren, Hancock, and McDonough Coun¬ 
ties). (45) Fertilizer and fertilizer mate¬ 
rials, in bulk, in tank or hopper-type 
vehicles, from the plant site of Inter¬ 
national Minerals and Chemical Cor¬ 
poration at Del mar, Iowa, to points in 
that part of Minnesota on and north of 
a line beginning at the Minnesota-South 
Dakota State line, thence along Minne¬ 
sota Highway 28 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 71. thence along U S. Highway 71 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 210, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 210 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 61 thence along U.S. 
Highway 61 to Detroit. 

(46) Chemicals (except wood preserv¬ 
atives. water repellents, liquid hydrogen, 
liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Otsego, 
Mich., to points in Minnesota. The filing 
in (5) above Is restricted against the 
transportation of dry chemicals in bulk. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways (A) of South Beloit, HI., 
for various points in (i) (a) and(b),(3), 
(18), (22), (27), (30). (34), (39>, and 
(43), above; (B) of South Beloit, Ill., 
and Portage, Wis., for various points in 

(1) (c>, (d),and (e), (46), (22).and (30) 
above; (C> of the plant site and ware¬ 
house facilities of Philadelphia Quartz 
Co., at Utica, Ill., for various points in 

(2) (a), (b). (c). (d), (e), and (f), (4) 
(a), (b).and <c>, <6), (18), (20), (21), 
(23), (24), (29). (31), (32) (a) and (b>. 
(35), (36), (37)(b). (41). and (43) 
above; (D) of Otsego. Mich., for various 
points in (5) and (13) (a) above; (E) of 
Portage, Wis., for various points in (6), 
(10)(a), (12). (14).(19),(37),(40). and 
(45) above; <F) of Rothschild, Wis.. for 
various points in (6), (12), (25), (26). 
(13) (b). (33), (37), and (44) above; (G) 
of that part of Rock County, Wis., which 
lies in the South Beloit, HI., commercial 
zone, for various points in (7>, (10) (a) 
and (b). (15), (26), and (38) above; 
(H) of that part of Rock County, Wis., 
which lies in the South Beloit. Ill., com¬ 
mercial zone, and Portage, Wis.. for vari¬ 
ous points in (7) above; (I) of that part 
of Rock County. Wis., which lies in the 
South Beloit. HI., commercial zone and 
Rothschild. Wis., for various points in 
(8) and (10) above; <J) of the plant 
site and warehouse facilities of Phila¬ 
delphia Quartz Co., at Utica, HI., and 
Kenosha, Wis., for various points in (9) 
(a), (b), and (c) and (12) above; (K) 


of Kenosha, Wis., for various points in 
(11) above; (L) of Thorntown. Ind.. for 
various points in (14) above; (M) of 
that part of Rock County, Wis., which 
lies in the South Beloit, HI., commercial 
zone, and Otsego, Mich., for various 
points in (16) above; (N) of the plant 
site and warehouse facilities of Phila¬ 
delphia Quartz Co., at Utica, HI., and 
Portage, Wis., for various points in (17) 
and (37) (a) above; (O) of Buffington. 
Ind., for various points in (24) above: 
(P) of the plant site and warehouse fa¬ 
cilities of Philadelphia Quartz Co., at 
Utica, JR, and Buffington, Ind.. for vari¬ 
ous points in (24) above; (Q) of Apple- 
ton. Wis., for various points hi 35(b) 
above: and (R) of the plant site of Cen¬ 
tral Paper Co., Inc., at Menasha. Wis., 
for various points in (42) (a) and (b) 
above. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E83> (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 15. 1974, published in 
the Federal Recister June 20. 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: WTLLTS SHAW FROZEN EX¬ 
PRESS. INC., P.O Box 188. ETm Snrings. 
Ark. 72728. Applicant’s representative: 
L. M. McLean (same as above). Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes. tren^nriln'T: Conned or pre¬ 
served foodstuffs (except commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles) from Louisville, 
Ky., to points in Idaho. Kansas, Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska. Oregon. Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Cali¬ 
fornia, Mo. The purpose of this correc¬ 
tion Ls to indicate the correct <r E M num¬ 
ber—previously published as E35. 

No. MC-117574 <Sub No. El) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed May 2, 1974, published in the 
Federal Register June 13. 1974. Appli¬ 
cant: DAILY EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 
39, Carlisle, Pa. 17013. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: E. S. Moore. Jr. (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such 
commodities as by reason of their size or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment (except machinery, equipment, 
materials, and sunpli?s used in, or in 
connection with, the construction, oper¬ 
ation, renair servicing, maintenance, and 
dismantling of pipe line*, not including 
boilers, heaters ard castings), between 
points in Connecticut a^d Massachu¬ 
setts, on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in Florida, Georgia, Hllnois, In¬ 
diana. Kentucky. Michigan, Minnesota. 
South Carolina, Wisconsin, and North 
Carolina (exeunt poi n ts in Gates, Hert¬ 
ford, Currituck. Camden, Pasquotank. 
Perouimans, Chowan, Bertie. Martin. 
Washington, Tyrrell, Dare. Hvde, Pitt, 
Beaufort. Craven, Jones. Onslow. Car¬ 
teret, and Pamlico Counties. N.C.K The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway points in that part of Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and east of a line beginning at 
the Pennsvlvania-Maryland State line, 
and extending along U.S. Highway 219, 
to the junction with U.S. Highway 322. 
thence on and north of a line beginning 
at Grampian, Pa., and extending along 
U.S. Highway 322 through Clearfield and 
State College, to Lewlstown, thence along 
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U.S. Highway 522 to Selingsgrove, and 
thence on and west of U.S. Highway 11 to 
the New York-Pennsylvania State line. 
The purpose of this correction is to cor¬ 
rectly describe the commodities to be 
transported, and the gateways to be 
eliminated. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E18) (Correc¬ 
tion), hied May 14, 1974, published in the 
Federal Register June 18. 1974. Appli¬ 
cant: YOURGA TRUCKING. INC., P.O. 
Box 335. Wheatland, Pa. 16161. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: John H. Yourga 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel products, and such 
raw materials, supplies, and equipment , 
as are used in the manufacture of iron 
and steel articles, between points in 
Beaver County, Pa., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in that part of 
Ohio, on. north, and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Pennsylvania-Ohio State 
line, thence over Interstate Highway 76 
to junction Interstate Highway 80. thence 
over Interstate Highway 80 to junction 
Interstate Highway 271, thence over 
Interstate Highway 71 to junction U.S. 
Highway 250, th°nce over U S. Highway 
250 to junction Ohio Highway 96, thence 
over Ohio Highway 96 to junction Ohio 
Highway 61, thence over Ohio Highway 
61 to junction Interstate Highway 71, 
thence over Interstate Highway 71 to 
junction U.S. Highway 62. thence over 
U.S. Highway 62 to the Ohlo-Kentucky 
State line. The rurpese of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Sharon, Pa. 
The purpose of this correction is to in¬ 
dicate the correct county in Pennsyl¬ 
vania—previously published as Butler 
County. 

No. MC-124078 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28 Street, 
Milwaukee, Wis. 53246. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Richard II. Prevette (same 
as abeve). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petrochemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles 
(1) from Brunswick, Ga.. to points in 
Kentucky in and west of Mason, Robert¬ 
son, Nicholas, Bourbon, Fayette, Jessa¬ 
mine. Garrard, Boyle. Casey, Russell, 
and Cumberland Counties, and points in 
Mississippi in and north of Noxubee. 
Winston. Attala. Holmes. Humphreys, 
and Washington Counties; and (2) from 
Savannah, Ga., to points in Kentucky in 
and west of Jefferson, Spencer, Nelson, 
Washington, Marion, Casey. Pulaski, and 
McCreary Counties; and points in Mis¬ 
sissippi, in, north, and w r est of Clarke. 
Jasper, Smith, Simpson, Jefferson Davis, 
and Marion Counties. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Guntersville, Ala. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 74-15708 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Ex Parte No. 3071 

MANIPULATION OF RAIL ROLLING STOCK 
Report From General Session 

July 2, 1974. 

Order. At a General Session of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, held 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
2d day of July. 1974. 

The Commission’s Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions has conducted a field investigation 
in response to numerous complaints re¬ 
ceived from country grain elevator op¬ 
erators. public officials, and other persons 
concerned with the improper use of the 
instrumentalities of transportation to af¬ 
fect prices in the grain market. The 
investigation embraced the possible dis¬ 
criminatory application of provisions in 
multiple-car grain tariffs which permit 
the use of railroad-owned equipment by 
grain interests and the use of privately- 
owned cars for which they receive an al¬ 
lowance, e g. C&NW Mul iple Car Export 
Grain Tariff 17194, ICC No. 1. The field 
investiga'ion disclosed allegations of a 
pattern of conduct whereby certain grain 
companies operating in the export trade 
are offering prices for grain to country 
elevators or others in exchange for the 
furnishing of railroad-owned, as well as 
privately-owned freight cars for loading 
which are lower than the prices that 
would prevail if the equipment was read¬ 
ily obtainable directly from the railroads 
by the grain seher. Such a practice ap¬ 
pears to be a device bv which certain 
grain companies indirectly and improp¬ 
erly reduce their overall transportation 
costs. The alleged practices described 
above appear to be the product of a 
broader problem, namely, an apparent 
shortage of railroad equipment to serve 
the shippers of grain, which, coupled with 
inconsistent and possibly inequitable 
practices in the distribution of grain cars, 
has created an atmosphere conducive to 
questionable transportation practices. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing 
matters and good cause appearing 
therefor: 

It is ordered , That pursuant to the 
provisions of Part I of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, particularly sections 1, 2, 
3, 6, 12. 13. and 15, and related supple¬ 
mentary legislation, particularly Sec¬ 
tion 2 of the Elkins Ac*. 49 USC § 42, a 
proceeding be. and it is herebv, instituted 
to investigate and inquire into the prac¬ 
tices that have evolved under various ap¬ 
plications of all multiole-car grain 
tariffs published bv the Nation’s railroads 
containing provisions which permit the 
use of railroad-owned cars bv shippers 
or consignees for an unlimited period of 
time, or of privately-owned cars in cir¬ 
cumstances where the owner receives a 
transportation allowance from the rail¬ 
roads while at the same time reducing his 
transportation costs by indirectly charg¬ 
ing grain sellers for the use of the same 
car, and to determine whether those 
practices result in any violation of the 
Interstate Commerce Act or related sup¬ 
plementary legislation thereby requiring 


the e imination of those practices, the 
ultimate modification or cancellation of 
such tariff provisions, and/or the is¬ 
suance of grain car distribution orders. 

It is further ordered. That the investi¬ 
gation include consideration of all avail¬ 
able means under the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and supplementary legislation 
to promote effective and equitable dis- 
tiibution of grain cars and to eliminate 
existing practices and/or tariff rules 
which may be unjust, unreasonable, dis¬ 
criminatory or unduly preferential. The 
pendency of this investigation will not 
affect the issuance of orders under sec¬ 
tions 1(15) and 1(16) of the Act where 
conditions warrant such action, nor is it 
intended that action under this order 
leading toward possible modification or 
cancellation of specific tariff provisions 
or the possible issuance of car distribu¬ 
tion orders for the future should in any 
way limit the government agencies or 
departin'nts from seeking court enforce¬ 
ment action against the recipients of un¬ 
lawful advantages in specific cases where 
the evidence v/arrants. 

It is further ordered. That the Com¬ 
mission's Bureau of Enforcement be, and 
it is hereby, directed to participate in 
this proceeding. 

It is further ordered. That all railroads 
subject to this Commission's jurisdiction 
be, and they are hereby made respond¬ 
ents in this proceeding. 

It is further ordered. That certain 
gr:in interests, namely, Bunge Corpora¬ 
tion; Cargfil, Incorporated; Central Soya 
Company; Cohtinental Grain Compai y, 
Inc.; Louis Dreyfus Corporation; ai d 
Cook Industries, Inc., be, and they an 
hereby, made respondents hereto pursu¬ 
ant to section 2 of the Elkins Act, 49 USC 
section 42, as parties interested in or af¬ 
fected by the regulations and practices 
under investigation: 

It is further ordered, That any other 
interested persons intending to partici¬ 
pate in these proceedings shall notify this 
Commission, by filing with the Commis¬ 
sion’s Office of Proceedings, Room 5342, 
Washington, D.C. 20423, on or before 
August 7, 1974, an original and one copy 
of a statement solely of intention to ac¬ 
tively participate, and that thereafter 
the nature of further proceedings will be 
determined. 

And it is further ordered. That a copy 
of this order be served upon all respond¬ 
ents to this proceeding, and that notire 
of this investigation shall be given to the 
general public by mailing a copy of this 
order to the Governor of each State and 
to the Public Utilities Commissions or 
Boards of each State having jurisdiction 
over transportation, by depositing a copy 
in the Office of the Secretary, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
D.C., for public inspection, and by de¬ 
livering a copy to the Director, Office of 
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the Federal Register, for publication 
therein. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-15762 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


I Notice 118] 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July 10. 1974. 

Synopses of orders entered by the 
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a). 211, 
312(b). and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regula¬ 
tions prescribed thereunder (49 CFR 
Fart 1132), appear below: 

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27, 
1972, contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect on 
the quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of the applica¬ 
tion. As provided in the Commission’s 
Special Rules of Practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings on or before July 30, 1974. 
Pursuant to section 17(8) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, the filing of such 
a petition will postpone the effective date 
of the order in that proceeding pending 
its disposition. The matters relied upon 
by petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-75116. By order of June 
28, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board, on 
reconsideration, approved the transfer to 
A. L. Price, Inc., Kelso, Wash., of Certi¬ 
ficate No. MC-100820 issued November 
17. 1965, to Darr, Inc., Kelso. Wash., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of poles and 
piling from Longview, Wash., to points in 
Oregon; and lumber, shingles, lath, ply¬ 
wood, doors, sash, and wooden gutters 
between Longview. Wash., and points in 
specified parts of Oregon. Philip E. Hic¬ 
key, Esq., 803 Vandercook Way, Long¬ 
view, Wash. 98632. 

No. MC-FC-75233. By order of June 
28, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to P & P, Inc., Ro¬ 
chelle Park, N.J., of the operating rights 
in Permit No. MC-124060 issued Mav 23, 
1962, to John Y. Wiggins, doing business 
as Johnny’s Express. Rochelle Park. N.J., 
authorizing the transportation of an¬ 
tiques, new furniture, and store fixtures, 
displays, advertising material, and de¬ 
partment store supplies, between Carl- 
stadt. N.J., on the one hand, and, on the 
other. New York, N.Y., and points in Nas¬ 
sau and Suffolk Counties, N.Y., under 
continuing contract with Lord & Taylor, 
of New York. N.Y. Morris Honig, 150 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10038, and 
Beattie & Padovano, 160 Moore Street, 
Hackensack, N.J. 07601, attorneys for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-75234. By order entered 
June 28, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Emporia Motor 


Freight, Inc., Emporia, Kans., of the op¬ 
erating rights set forth in Certificates 
Nos. MC-129903. MC-129903 (Sub-No. 1), 
and MC-129903 (Sub-No. 2), issued by 
the Commission July 31, 1968, Septem¬ 
ber 10. 1971, and February 1, 1973, re¬ 
spectively, to Calvin T. Vernon, doing 
business as Emporia Motor Freight. Em¬ 
poria, Kans., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of general commodities, with the 
usual exceptions, and certain specified 
commodities, from. to. or between speci¬ 
fied points in Kansas, Missouri, and 
Oklahoma. John L. Richeson, First Na¬ 
tional Bank Bldg., Ottawa, Kans. 66067, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-75240. By order of June 27, 
1974. the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to Forest Dale Motors, Inc., 
Forest City. N.C„ of the operating rights 
in Certificate No. MC-128011 issued De¬ 
cember 22,1967, to R. D. Workman, doing 
business as Workman’s Motor Lines, 
Forest City. N.C.. authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of new furniture, crated and 
uncrated, and furniture parts, from 
points in McDowell County, N.C., to 
points in Rutherford County, N.C., and 
from Forest City, Rutherford County, 
N.C., to points in that part of North 
Carolina west of U.S. Highway 220. 
George W. Clapp, P.O. Box 836, Taylors. 
S.C. 29687, registered practitioner for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-75241. By order of 
June 27, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to William A. 
Robinson, Henry Clay Robinson, Jr., 
Richard Ray Robinson, and Frank Tay¬ 
lor Robinson, a partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as Robinson Truck Lines, West 
Point, Miss., of the operating rights in 
Certificate No. MC-16502 and all sub¬ 
numbers thereunder issued October 5, 
1953, and on consecutive dates, to Wil¬ 
liam A. Robinson, Kenneth D. Robinson, 
Henry Clay Robinson, Jr.. Richard Ray 
Robinson, and Frank Taylor Robinson, a 
partnership, doing business as Robinson 
Truck Lines. West Point, Miss., authoriz¬ 
ing the transportation of general com¬ 
modities, with usual exceptions, between 
Memphis, Tenn., and Starkville, Miss., 
serving named intermediate gnd off- 
route points. Harvey S. Buck. P.O. Box 
835, West Point. Miss. 39773, attorney 
for applicants. 

No MC-FC-75242. By order entered 
July 1, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Old Pueblo Van 
& Storage, Inc., Tucson, Ariz., of that 
portion of the operating rights set forth 
in Certificate of Registration No. MC- 
98852 (Sub-No. 2), issued May 20. 1965, 
to Farragut Baggage and Transfer Co., 
Inc., Tucson, Ariz., evidencing a right 
to engage in the transportation of meat, 
meat products, meat by-products, dairy 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packing houses as defined by the 
Commission, and perishable food prod¬ 
ucts and frozen foods; drugs and serums, 
in mechanical refrigerated motor vehi¬ 
cles, within the counties of Pima, Santa 
Cruz, Cochise, Greenlee and Graham, 
Arizona. A. Michael Bernstein, 1327 


United Bank Bldg., Phoenix, Ariz. 85012, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC—FC-75244. By order of 
July 2, 1974, the Motor Carrier Beard 
approved the transfer to Ivan L. Fullmer, 
doing business as Fullmer Trucking, 
Mondovi. Wis., of the operating rights 
in Certificate No. MC-102903 issued 
February 27, 1972, to Gary Skoug. doing 
business as Skoug Trucking, Mondovi, 
Wis., authorizing the transportation of 
animal and poultry feed, and seed, from 
Minneapolis. St. Paul, South St. Paul, 
Newport. Hastings, Red Wing, Lake City, 
and Wabesha, Minn., to points in the 
Towns of Maxville. Nelson, Modena, and 
Alma, in Buffalo County. Wis., and live¬ 
stock, and unprocessed agricultural com¬ 
modities, between South St. Paul. New¬ 
port, Hastings, Red Wing, Lake City, and 
Wabesha, Minn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the above- 
specified Wisconsin Towns. F. H. 
Kroeger, 1745 University Avenue, St. 
Paul, Minn. 55104, registered practi¬ 
tioner for applicants. 

Lseal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15763 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Notice No. 94] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

July 2.1974. 

The following are notices of filing of 
application, except as otherwise specifi¬ 
cally noted, each applicant states that 
there will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of Its application, 
for temporary authority under section 
210a (a> of the Interstate Commerce Act 
provided for under the Hew rules of Ex 
Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR Part 1131) 
published in the Federal Register, issue 
of April 27, 1965, effective July 1. 1965. 
These rules provide that protests to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the field official named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication, within 15 cal¬ 
endar days after the date of notice of 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of 
such protests mast be served on the ap¬ 
plicant. or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protests must certify that 
such service has been made. The pro¬ 
tests must be specific as to the service 
which such protestant can and will of¬ 
fer, and must consist of a signed origi¬ 
nal and six <6> copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C., and also in 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 227 TA). filed 
June 24. 1974. Applicant: THE MASON 
AND DIXON TANK LINES, INC., High¬ 
way 11W. Kingsport, Tenn. 37662. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Charles E. Cox, 
P.O. Box 969, Kingsport, Tenn. 37662. 
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Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Methyl ethyl 
ketone, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Smithfleld, Ky., to Brownwood (Brown 
County). Tex., and (2) scrap methyl 
ethyl ketone , for recycling, in bUik„ in 
tank vehicles, from Brownwood (Brown 
County), Tex., to Smithfleld, Ky., for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co., 
3M Center, transportation 224-1E, St. 
Paul. Minn. 55101. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: Joe J. Tate, District Supervisor, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 8°3 1808 West End 
Building, Nashville, T:nn. 37203. 

No. MC 77972 (Sub-No. 25 TA), filed 
June 21, 1974. Applicant: MERCHANTS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., F.O. Box 908, N?w 
Albany, Miss. 38652. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald B. Morrison, 717 De¬ 
posit Guaranty Bank Building, P.O. Box 
22628, Jackson, Mrs. 39205. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities (except 
articles of unusual value, household 
goods. Classes A and B explosives, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and commodities re¬ 
quiring special equument), serving the 
Turner Industrial Fark near Tupelo, 
Miss., as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant’s regular routes between 
Memphis, Tenn., a^d Tupelo, Miss., for 
180 days. 

Note. —Applicant Intends to interline with 
other carriers at all points of common serv¬ 
ice including Memphis, Tenn.: Meridian and 
Hattiesburg, Mies. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
PMC Corporation. Material Handling Divi¬ 
sion. P.O. Box 1370, Highway 45 North, Tu¬ 
pelo, Miss. 38301. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
Floyd A. Johns;n Dlstri:t Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Ccmmls3ion, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 435 Fed«r\! Office Building. 167 
North Main Street, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. 

No. MC 107^44 (^ub-No. 115 TA). filed 
June 24, 1974. Applicant: LEMMON 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INCORPO¬ 
RATED. P.O. Box 580, Marion, Va. 24354. 
Applicant’s representative: Daryl J. 
Henry (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, bv motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transpo* ti^g: Kyanite ore. In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Uilwvn, Va., 
to points in Lawrence County. Ohio, for 
180 da-s. FUFPORTTNG SHIPPER: 
The r*'* r * ** — -— -j,, r~ 

Oak Hill, Onio 45C5C. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: Dannv R. B eler. District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Comm'ssion, 
Bureau of Operations. 215 Campbell 
Avenue SW., Poanoke, Va. 24011. 

No. MC 115242 <Sub-No. 11 TA). filed 
June 24. 1974. AprPcant: DONALD 
MOORE 603 Foidh Buchanan Street, 
Pra rie du Chien, Wis. 53821. Applicant’s 
representat’ve: John Duncan Varda. 121 
Pouth Pinckney Street. Madison, Wis. 
53701. Authority sought to rp°rate as a 
common carrier, bv motor vehie’e. over 
irre ular routes, transporting: Wood 
c ^ps, from Fulton, IIto Dubuque, 
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Iowa, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Br wn & Forman Distillers 
Corp., Subsidiary B’ue Grass Cooperage 
Inc., 850 Dixie Highway, Louisville. Ky. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: Barney L. Har¬ 
din, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations. Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
si :n. 139 W. Wilson St., Room 202. 
Madison, Wis. 53703. 

No. MC 117574 (Sub No. 244 TA', filed 
June 21. 1974. Applicant: DAILY EX- 
PRE.S, INC., P.O. Bex 39. Carlisle, Pa. 
17013. Applicant’s representatives: E. S. 
Mjore, Jr. (same aduress as applicant*, 
and James W. Hager, P.O. Box 1166, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over rregu ar r utes, 
transporting: Tractor,$ except truck 
traUors>, with or wRnout 'Uta hmeuu>, 
and pa’-ts when moving with such trac¬ 
tors, from the plant and warehouse or 
starve fachities 'f tne AIj- u*im rs 
Manufacturing Company, Milwaukee, 
Wi\, to points in Alabama, Ccnnect cut, 
Delaware, Floiida, Georgia, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine. Maryland. 
Massachusetts, Mississippi, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York. North 
Carolina, Oh o, Pennsylvania, Rhcde Is¬ 
land, Scuth Carolina, Tennessee, Ver¬ 
mont. Virginia, tsi Vi ^ a and e 
District of Columbia, for 187 davs. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: / ll : s-Chalmers 
Corp ration, Comorate Transportation, 
P.O. Box 512, Milwaukee, W s. 53201. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: Robert P. Amer- 
ine, Di trict Supervise, "Tterstate C m- 
merce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. 228 Walnut Street, P.O. Box 869, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. 

No. MC 1*8178 (Sub No. 21 TA). f”*d 
June 24. 3974. Applicant BILL MEEK¬ 
ER, 1632 North Mosley, P.O. Box 11184, 
Wichita, Kans. 67202. Authority sought 
to operate as a common ca rter, bv motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses t except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant 
site and storage facilities of Dubuque 
Packing Co.. W chita. Kans., to points 
in Kentuckv, for 180 days. SUPPORT¬ 
ING SHIPPER: Dubuque Packing Com¬ 
pany, 1410 East 21st Street. Wichita. 
Kans. SEND PROTESTS TO: M. E. 
Taylor, District S ipervhor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. 501 Petroleum Building, Wichita, 
Kans. 67202. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 600 TA). filed 
June 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO.. 611 South 28th Street. 
M : l\vaukee, Wis. 53246. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: W. H. Quirmbach (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Pulverized coal, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Birmingham, Ala., to 
Greenville, Miss., for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: The Hill & Griffith 
Company, 2931 7th Avenue North, Bir- 
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minoham, Ala. 35202 (A. Hu%h J.n^s. 
Vice President). SEND PROTESTS TO: 
District Supervisor. John E. Ryden, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations. 135 West Wells Street, 
Room 807, Milwaukee. Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 139825 (Sub-No. 1 TA) 
(Amendment), filed May 23, 1974, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
June 11, 1974. and republished as 

amended this issue. Applicant: A & B 
TRACTOR SERVICE, INC., 2428 Sou*h 
Hanna Street, Fort Wayne. Ind. 4530°. 
Aorlicant’s representative: Donald R. 
Clifford. 116 East Wayne Street, Sute 
344, Ft. Wavne, Ind. 46802. Authority 
seught to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) New, emp*y semi¬ 
trailers, closed or open, used In the trans¬ 
portation of freight, suitable for travel 
on the road, in initial movement, frm 
the point of manufacture, and (2) new 
and used emvty semi-trailers, closed or 
open, used in the transportation of 
freight, suitable for travel on the road, 
in subsequent or secondary movem n W*. 
for 180 d"»ys. SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: 
North American Van Lines. Inc., P.O. 
Box 988, Ft. Wayne. Ind. 46871; Tnnk- 
Transport Eouipment, Inc., 2500 C lt- 
se^m Blvd., West Ft. Wayne, Ind. 46808: 
and Kentuckv Manufacturing Comoam\ 
2^01 South Thhd St.. Louisville. K- 
*0208. SEND PROTESTS TO: J. TT . 
Gray, District Sunervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op*~- 
aUons, 345 W. Wayne St., Room 204, Ft. 
Wayne, Ind. 46802. 

No. MC 139923 (Sub-No. 1 TA). fi^l 
June 2 a. 1974. Applicant: MTLTFR 
TRUCKING CO.. INC., P.O. Box D. 
Strrud. Okla. 74079. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Rufus H. lawson. 106 Bixler 
Building, 2400 Northwest 23d Street, 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73107. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route*, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat 
by-products, and articles distributed b i 
meat packinghouses, as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 2"9 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides, and commodities in bulk, in 
tonk vehicles). from the plants!te of and 
storage facilities utilized by American 
Beef Packers. Inc., at or near Cactus 
(Moore County), Tex., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, California, Delaware, Connecti¬ 
cut. District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Meine, Maryland. Massachusetts, Michi¬ 
gan, Mississippi New Hampshire, New 
Jersey. New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. South Caro¬ 
lina. Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, and 
West Virginia, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at. and destined to the named 
points, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Ralph L. McGee. GTM, 
American Beef Packers. Inc., 7000 W. 
Center Road, Omaha, Nebr. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: C. L. Phillips, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
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mission. Bureau of Operations. Room 
240, Old Post Office Building. 215 North¬ 
west Third, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

By the Commission. 

[sealI Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15704 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 amj 


(Notice 95] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPUCATIONS 

July 3.1974. 

The following are notices of filing of 
application, except as otherwise specifi¬ 
cally noted, each applicant states that 
there will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of its application, 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(a> of the Interstate Commerce Act 
provided for under the new rules of Ex 
Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR Part 1131) 
published in the Federal Register, issue 
of April 27, 1965, effective July 1. 1965. 
These rules provide that protests to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the field official named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication, within 15 
calendar days after the date of notice of 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of 
such protests must be served on the ap¬ 
plicant, or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protests must certify that 
such service has been made. The protests 
must be specific as to the service which 
such protestant can and will offer, and 
must consist of a signed original and six 
(6) copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in field 
office to which protests are to be trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor Carriers op Property 

No. MC 19537 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
June 24, 1974. Applicant: VIRGIL 

BROOKS TUCKER AND MARJORIE 
CLARK TUCKER, doing business as 
CLARK TRUCK LINE, 660 Carnation, 
Tupelo. Miss. 38801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John Paul Jones, 189 Jeffer¬ 
son Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the plantsite 
of FMC Corporation, Tupelo, Miss., 3.8 
miles north of Tupelo, Miss., on U.S. 
Highway 45. as an off-route point, with 
reference to applicant’s authorized 
points, for 180 days. 

Note.— Applicant Intends to tack the au¬ 
thority here applied for to all points author¬ 
ized In applicant’s MC 19537. 

SUPPORTING SHIPPER: FMC Cor¬ 
poration, Box 1370, Tupelo, Miss. 38801. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: District Super¬ 
visor Floyd A. Johnson, Bureau of Opera¬ 


tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
435 Federal Office Building, 167 North 
Main Street, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. 

No. MC 27719 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
June 25. 1974. Applicant: HAYES 

TRUCK LINES. INC., 1701 Bay Street, 
Tacoma, Wash. 98401. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Jack R. Davis, 1100 IBM 
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Insulating mate¬ 
rial. between the plantsite of United 
States Gypsum Company at or near 
Tacoma, Wash, and points in Washing¬ 
ton, points in Montana on and west of a 
line drawn north and south starting at 
the northwest boundar. of Wyoming and 
extending the Idaho-Wyoming border to 
the boundary between the United States 
and Canada and points in Boundary. 
Bonner, Kootenai, Benewah, Shoshone, 
Latah, Nez Perce, Clearwater. Lewis, 
Idaho. Adams, Washington, Valley, 
Payette, Gem, Boise, Custer. Ada. Can¬ 
yon, and Elmore Counties. Idaho, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: United 
States Gypsum Co.. 525 So. Virgil, Los 
Angeles, Calif. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
L. D. Boone. Transportation Specialist, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 6049 Federal Office 
Bldg.. Seattle, Wash. 98104. 

No. MC 62499 (Sub-No. 12 TA), filed 
June 25, 1974. Applicant: HAGERS¬ 
TOWN MOTOR EXPRESS CO., INC., 
Middleburg Pike, Box 1946, Hagers¬ 
town, Md. 21740. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Charles E. Creager, Box 1417, 
Hagerstown, Md. 21740. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except Class 
A and B explosives, household goods, 
commodities in bulk and commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment) between Hag¬ 
erstown. Md.. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Mineral, Morgan, and 
Hampshire Counties, W. Va.; and Alle¬ 
gany and Garrett Counties, Md., for 180 
days. 

Note. —Applicant intends to tack its lead 
certificate authorizing transportation of gen¬ 
eral commodities between Hagerstown and 
Baltimore. Md. over a regular* route at Hag¬ 
erstown. Md. so as to provide services be¬ 
tween Baltimore. Md. and the territory sub¬ 
ject of this application. Applicant also in¬ 
tends to tack at Hagerstown. Md. with its 
authorities at No. MC 62499, Sub-No. 6 and 
No. MC 52499 Sub-No. 11 so as to provide 
thru services between points in Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania 
within 40 miles of Hagerstown. Md. in a form 
comparable to those in Harris Motor Express, 
which this application is designed to replace 
and for which a need has been shown by 
shippers. 

SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: There are 
approximately 15 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: W. C. Hersman, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 12th 


and Constitution Avenue, NW. t Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20423. 

No. MC 99653 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
June 20, 1974. Applicant: VICTORY 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 700 39th Street, 
North, Birmingham, Ala. 35222. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John P. Carlton, 
903 Frank Nelson Building, Birming¬ 
ham, Ala. 35203. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Wood chips, icood shavings, and 
wood residuals, between points in Ala¬ 
bama and Mississippi, and between 
points in Alabama and Mississippi, on the 
one hand, and Counce, Tenn., on the 
other, for 180 days. RESTRICTION: Re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
plantsites and storage facilities of Weyer¬ 
haeuser Company. SUPPORTING SHIP¬ 
PER: Weyerhaeuser Company, Tacoma, 
Wash. 98401. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
Clifford W. White, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, Room 1616, 2121 
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 300 TA>, filed 
June 25, 1974. Applicant: BANKERS 
DISPATCH CORP., 4970 S. Archer Ave¬ 
nue, Chicago, HI. 60632. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Sta_iley Komosa (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (A) Laboratory specimens and re¬ 
ports, used in pathological testing, be¬ 
tween Wichita and Shawnee Mission, 
Kans M on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Sarpy. Cass. Otoe. Ne¬ 
maha, Johnson, Saline. Lancaster, Fill¬ 
more. York, Seward, Sounders. Douglas, 
Washington. Dodge, Burt, dimming, 
Wavne, Pierce, Madison, Boone. Nance, 
Platte, Butler, Polk, Merrick, Hamilton, 
Hall, Adams, Kearney, Phelps. Buffalo, 
Dawson, Lincoln, Sheridan. Dawes, Box 
Butte. Morrill, Cheyenne, Kimball, and 
Scottsbluff Counties. Nehr.; and Goshen, 
Platte, and Laramie Counties, Wyo.: 
and (2) Exposed and processed film and 
prints, complimentary replacement film, 
and incidental deader hand ing supplies 
(except motion picture films and ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in connection 
with commercial and television motion 
pictures), between Springfield. Mo., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points to 
Kansas and Nebraska, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPERS: Mr. J. D. Bur- 
dett, Jr., Treasurer, Statlabs of Kansas, 
Inc.. 3333 E. Central Wichita. Kans. and 
Mr. Edward Mellers, Assistant Vice Pres¬ 
ident Retail, Mellers Photo Labs, Inc., 
1929 E. Bennett, Drawer B. Glenstone 
Station, Springfield, Mo. G5804. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: Robert G. Anderson, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Everett McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 
S. Dearborn St., Room 1086, Chicago, HI 
60604. 

No. MC 118130 (Sub-No. 70 TA), filed 
June 21,1974. Applicant: SOUTH EAST¬ 
ERN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 698o, 
Fort Worth. Tex. 76115. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Billy R. Reid, 6108 Sharon 
Road, Fort Worth, Tex. 76116. Authority 
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sought to operate rs a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat 
byproducts, and artic'es distributed by 
vxeai packinghouses, as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from the plantsite of and 
storage facilities uti Ued by American 
Beef Packers, Inc., at or near cactus, 
Tex. (Moore County), to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Louisiana, and Mississippi, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at. or des¬ 
tined to the named points, for 180 days. 
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: American 
Beef Packers, Inc., 7000 W. Center Road. 
Omaha. Nebr. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
H. C. Morrison. Sr., District Super¬ 
visor. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations. Room 9A27, Fed¬ 
eral Building, 8'9 Taylor St., Fort 
Worth. Tex. 76102. 

No. MC 119493 (Sub No. 112 TA). filed 
June 24. 1974. App! leant: MONKEM 
COMPANY. INC.. West 20th Street 
Road. P.O. Box 1196. Jorlin, Mo. 64801. 
Applicant's representative: J. J. Knotts, 
Jr. (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
bv motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Lumber plywood and 
particleboard and (2) Plywood, (1) from 
Silsbee. Tex., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii) and 
(2) from Bon Wier, Tex., to roints in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Kirbv Lumber Comnanv, Box 
577. Silsbee, Tex. 77646. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: John V. Barry. District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. Bureau of Onemtions, 600 Federal 
Office Building. 911 Walnut Street, Kan¬ 
sas, City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 119493 (Sub-No. 113 TA). 
filed June 24. 1974. Applicant: MONKEM 
COMPANY, INC., West Street Road, 
P.O. Box 1196, Jo^Un, Mo. 64801. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: J. J. Knotts, T r. 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods (unfrozen), 
from Princeville and Hooneston, Ill., to 
points in the United States in and east 
of Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, and 
New Mexico, for 180 days. SUPPORT¬ 
ING SHIPPER: Joan of Arc Companv, 
2231 West Altorfer Drive, Peoria. HI. 
61614. SEND PROTESTS TO: John V. 
Barry, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Bureau of Op¬ 
erations. 600 Federal Office Building, 911 
Walnut Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 121664 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
June 25. 1974. Applicant: G. A. HORN- 
ADY, CECIL M. HORNADY, AND B. C. 
HORNADY. doing business as HORN¬ 
ADY BROTHERS TRUCK LINE, P.O, 
Box 846. Monroeville. Ala. 36460. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Tate, 
P.O. Box 517, Evergreen, Ala. 36401. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 


routes, transporting: Lumber, from 
points in Lee County, All., to points in 
the United States in and east of Minne¬ 
sota, Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and Lou¬ 
isiana, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Lee Timber Products, Inc., 
1250 Brown Marx Building, Birming¬ 
ham. Ala. 35203. SEND PROTEST TO: 
Clifford W. White, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, Room 1616, 2121 
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 123023 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
June 25, 1974. Applicant: DIPIETRO 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, 2201 
Sixth Avenue South, Seattle, Wash. 
98134. Applicant’s representative: George 
Kargianis, 2120 Pacific Building. Seattle, 
Wash. 98104. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bananas, from Long Beach, Calif., 
to points in Washington and Oregon, for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Pacific Fruit & Produce, 4103 South Sec¬ 
ond Avenue, Seattle, Wash. 98134. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: L. D. Boone, Transpor¬ 
tation Specialist, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 6049 
Federal Office Building, Seattle, Wash. 
98104. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 601 TA), filed 
June 26, 1974. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., 611 Seuth 28th Street, 
Milwaukee. Wis. 53246. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Richard H. Prevette (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry detergents, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from Joliet, Ill., to Garland, Tex., 
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Economics Laboratory, Inc.. Osborn 
Building, St. Paul, Minn. 55102 (John W. 
Douglas, Transp. Mgr.). SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: District Supervisor John E. 
Ryden, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 135 West 
Wells Street, Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53203. 

No. MC 125023 (Sub-No. 25 TA), filed 
June 26, 1974. Applicant: SIGMA-4 EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 3825 Beech Avenue. Erie, 
Pa. 16508. Applicant's representative: 
Richard G. McCurdy (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages, in containers, and related adver¬ 
tising materials, from Baltimore, Md., 
to points in Illinois (except Chicago, Ill.), 
Indiana (except South Bend, Ind.), Iowa, 
Kansas, Michigan (except Detroit, 
Mich.), Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio (except Akron, Canton, Cleveland, 
Mansfield, Toledo. Youngstown. Ohio), 
Wisconsin (except Milwaukee, Wis.), for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: The 
National Brewing Co., 225 N. Calvert St., 
Baltimore. Md. 21202. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: John J. England, District Super¬ 
visor. Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 2111 Federal 
Building, 1000 Liberty Avenue, Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15222. 


No. MC 126305 (Sub-No. 60 TA). filed 
June 25, 1974. Applicant: BOYD 

BROTHERS TRANSPORTATION CO.. 
INC., Route 2. Clayton, Ala. 36016. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: George A. Ol¬ 
sen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 
07306. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber 
and related articles, from Opelika, Ala., 
to points in and east of the states of 
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri. Arkansas, and 
Louisiana, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Lee Timber Products, Inc., 
1250 Brown Marx Building. Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. SEND PROTESTS TO: Clif¬ 
ford W. White, District Supervisor. In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. Bureau 
of Operations, Room 1616, 2121 Building, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 129602 (Sub-No. 1 TA). filed 
June 26. 1974. Applicant: DAVID H. 
LADD TRUCKING, INC., 102 Pawnee 
Court, Durham, N.C. 27704. Applicant’s 
representative: E. J. Walker, Jr.. P.O. 
Box 2006, Durham, N.C. 27702. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Concrete profile masonry 
units, from Durham. N.C. plant of Adams 
Concrete Products Company, to its cus¬ 
tomers within the b^u^dari^s o f the 
states of Virginia, South Carolina, Geor¬ 
gia and within the state of North Caro¬ 
lina, for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIP¬ 
PER: Adams Concrete Products Com¬ 
pany, Inc., P.O. Box 33392, Method Sta¬ 
tion, Raleigh. N.C. SEND PROTE3TS 
TO: Archie W. Andrews, District Super¬ 
visor. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, P.O. Box 26896, 
Raleigh, N.C. 27611. 

No. MC 138228 (Sub-No. 1 TA>. filed 
June 21. 1974. Applicant: OGALLALA 
TRANSFER. INC.. 4902 Smith Road, 
Denver, Colo. 80216. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Howard Gore (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except com¬ 
modities in bulk and hides), and Food¬ 
stuffs, materials and supplies used by and 
dealt in by restaurants, in mixed ship¬ 
ments with meats, meat products, meat 
by-products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration. (1) be¬ 
tween Denver, Colo, and Snyder, Nebr. 
and points in their respective commer¬ 
cial zones and (2) between Denver, Colo, 
and Snyder, Nebr., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Sioux City, Iowa, and Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn, and points in their re¬ 
spective commercial zones, for 180 days. 
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Mr. Steak, 
Inc., 5100 Race Court. Denver, Colo. 
80216. SEND PROTESTS TO: District 
Supervisor Roger L. Buchanan, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. Bureau of 
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Operations, 2022 Federal Building, 1961 
Strout Street, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 139075 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
June 26. 1974. Applicant: IMMEDIATE 
CARRIERS, INC., 119 Highland Park- 
way, Roselle, N.J. 07203. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard M. Glassner, 60 
Park Place. Newark, N.J. 07102. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Malt beverages 
(beer) and related advertising material 
moving therewith , from Jos. Schlitz, 
Winston-Salem. N.C., to points listed 
below and return of empty containers 
from said points to said brewery in Win¬ 
ston-Salem. N.C., from Jos. Schlitz, 
Winston-Salem, N.C., brewery, to Atlan¬ 
tic City, Landisville, Little Silver. New¬ 
ark, North Branch. North Wildwood, 
Paterson, Toms River. Vineland, and 
Wharton, N.J. and return to Winston- 
Salem, N.C., for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS: There are approximately 8 
statements of support attached to the 
application, which may be examined 
here at the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission in Washington. D.C., or copies 
thereof which may be examined at the 
field office named below. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: District Supervisor Robert 
E. Johnston. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 9 Clin¬ 
ton Street, Newark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 139893 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 25. 1974. Applicant: THAMES 

VALLEY BRICK & BUILDING PROD¬ 
UCTS LIMITED. P.O. Box 314. Chat¬ 
ham, Ontario, Canada. Applicant’s rep-i 
resentative: Robert D. Gunderman, 
Suite 710, Statler Hilton. Buffalo, N.Y. 
14202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Brick and 
stone, between ports of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at the Niag¬ 
ara, Detroit, and St. Clair Rivers, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois and Michigan, for 189 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPERS: KNR-Durastone 
Limited, Georgetown. Ontario. Canada: 
Toronto Brick Company. 1425 Bayview 
Avenue. Toronto, Ontario, Canada; Dia¬ 
mond Clay Products Limited, Highway 
No. 5, Burlington. Ontario, Canada; and 
Angelstone Limited. Cambridge. On¬ 
tario. Canada. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
Melvin F. Kirsch. District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 1110 Broderick Tow¬ 
er, 10 Witherell, Detroit. Mich. 48226. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 

No. MC 2832 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
June 27. 1974. Applicant: THE KELLEY 
TRANSIT COMPANY. INC., 30 Railroad 
Square, Torrington. Conn. 06790. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas A. Kelley, 
Jr. (same address as applicant). Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in roundtrip. special op¬ 
erations, beginning and ending at points 


in Litchfield County, Conn, and Water- 
bury. Conn, and extending to ski areas 
located at Manchester, Waitsfield. Wil¬ 
mington. Jay, Marlboro, Killington, Lon¬ 
donderry, West Dummerston, Mount 
Snow, Ludlow. Rutland. Stratton. War¬ 
ren, and Stowe, Vt.; New Ashford and 
Great Barrington, Mass.: and Hillsdale, 
N.Y., for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIP¬ 
PER: There are approximately 14 state¬ 
ments of support attached to the appli¬ 
cation. which may be examined here at 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C.. or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field office 
named below. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
District Supervisor David J. Kiernan, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. Bureau 
of Operations. 324 U S. Post Office Build¬ 
ing, 135 High Street, Hartford, Conn. 
06101. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-15765 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


f Notice No. 55J 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

July 5, 1974. 

The following publications (except as 
otherwise specifically noted, each appli¬ 
cant (on applications filed after March 
27, 1972) states that there will be no 
significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application), are governed 
by the new Special Rule 1100 247 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, issue of 
December 3, 1963, which became effec¬ 
tive January 1,1964. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de¬ 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission Authority which ulti¬ 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces¬ 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, b.ut also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable by the Commission. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 109533 (Sub-No. 54) (COR¬ 
RECTION OF A REPUBLICATION) filed 
July 9, 1973, and published in the FR 
issues of September 20, 1973, June 5, 
1974, and June 19, 1974 and in fourth 
publication this issue. Applicant: OVER- 
NITE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
a Corporation, 1100 Commerce Road. 
Richmond, Va. 23224. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Eugene T. Liipfert, Suite 1100, 
1660 L Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. A corrected Order of the Commis¬ 
sion, Operating Rights Board, dated 
May 6, 1974, and served June 4, 1974, 
finds that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity require op¬ 
eration by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, of 


general commodities (except those of 
usual value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment), 
between Bluefield. W. Va.. and Hunting- 
ton. W. Va.. from Bluefield over US. 
Highway 460 to junction West Virginia 
Turnpike (Inters f ate Highway 77), 
thence over West Virginia Turnpike 
(Interstate Highway 77) to Charleston, 

W. Va.. thence over Interstate Highway 
64 to Huntington, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points, and serving the off-route point of 
Louisa, Ky., subject to the condition that 
the regular-route authority granted 
herein shall not he severable, by sale or 
otherwise, from the irregular-route au¬ 
thority contained in No MC 109533 (Sub- 
Nos. 45 and 48); that applicant is fit, 
wiling, and able properly to perform such 
service and to confirm to the require¬ 
ments of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions thereunder. The purposes of this 
republication are to clearly indicate that 
authority granted to applicant authorizes 
the transporta Mon of (1) new furniture 
and (2) uncrated new household, office 
and store appliance^ and equipment: and 
(3) does not authorize service to Ashland 
and Catlettsbur* Kv., Chesapeake. Ohio 
and Ceredo and Keno^a. W. Va.. as off- 
route points. Because it is possible that 
other parties who have* relied upon the 
notice of the application as published, 
may have an fnt rt re*t in and would be 
prejudiced by the lark of proper notice of 
the authority described above. Issuance 
of a certificate in this proceeding will be 
withheld for a period of ?0 days from 
the date of this publics Mon of the au¬ 
thority actually granted, during which 
period any proner parfv In interest may 
file an appropriate petlMou for interven¬ 
tion or other relief in this proceeding 
setting for f h in detail the precise man¬ 
ner in which it has been **0 prejudiced. 

No. MC 133*91 (Sub-No. 2) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION) filed January 31. 1974, and 
published in the Ff^fr^l Fester issue 
of March 6. 1974. and renubii~h°d this 
issue. Petitioner: PETRO TRANSPORT. I 
INC., 7209 Ink't^r Roa'i, Taylor, Mlrii. I 
48180. Petitioner’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam B. Elmer, 21635 East Nine Mile Rorul. 

St. Clair Shore*. Mich *8080 An Ol der 
of the Commi^d^n. Operating Rights 
Board, dated Mav 14. 1974. and served 
June 14, 1974, finds that operation by 
petitioner in interstate or foreign com- I 
merce. as a contract carrier bv mo^or 
vehicle, over irregular routes, of fuel oil. 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the ports 
of entry on the International Boundary 
line between the United States and 
Canada at or near Port Huron and De¬ 
troit. Mich., fo those points in that part 
of the Lower Penin'ufia of Michigan on, 
east, and south of a Hne beginning at the 
Michigan-Indiana State Boundary line 
and expending along US. Highway 131 
to intersection Mt^hteau Highway 21. 
thence along Michitran Highway 21 to 
intersection US. Highway 27, thence 
along U.S. Highway 27 to Mt. Pleasant, 
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thence east along Michigan Highway 20 
to Midland, thence along U.S. Highway 
10 to Bay City, thence along Michigan 
Highway 13 to intersection Michigan 
Highway 247. thence along Michigan 
Highway 247 to the western shore of 
Saginaw Bay, under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Petro Products, 
Inc., of Taylor, Mich., will be consistent 
with the public interest and the national 
transportation policy; that petitioner is 
fit, willing, and able properly to perform 
such service and to conform to the re¬ 
quirements of the Interstate Commerce 
Act and the Commission’s rules and regu¬ 
lations thereunder. The purpose of this 
republication is to indicate the final grant 
of authority to carrier’s application and 
subsequent petition for modification in 
the above referenced proceeding. Because 
it is possible that other parties who have 
relied upon the notice of the petition as 
published, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced bv the lack of proper 
notice of the authority described above, 
issuance of a permit in this proceeding 
will be withheld for a period of 30 days 
from the date of this publication of the 
authority actually granted, during which 
period any proper party in Interest may 
file an appropriate petition for interven¬ 
tion or other relief in this proceeding set¬ 
ting forth in detail the precise manner 
in which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 136) (NOTICE 
OP FILING OP PETITION TO RE¬ 
MOVE RESTRICTION), filed May 23. 
1974. Petitioner: GARRETT FREIGHT¬ 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 4048. 2055 Gar¬ 
rett Way, Pocatello, Idaho 83201. Peti¬ 
tioner’s representative: Wayne S. Green 
(same address as applicant). Petitioner 
holds a motor common carrier Certifi¬ 
cate in No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 136) issued 
April 17. 1969. authorizing transporta¬ 
tion, over regular and irregular routes, 
of a variety of General commodities 
within a territory encompassing points 
in Minnesota. Montana. North Dakota, 
Indiana. Wisconsin. Washington. Ore¬ 
gon, and Idaho, restricted under the uni¬ 
fied rights therein from providing a 
transportation service through Spokane, 
Wash., or points on U.S. Highway 10 in 
Idaho, on traffic originating at points in 
Washington and Oregon west or south 
of Spokane and moving to Kelispell and 
Great Falls. Mont., and points in Mon¬ 
tana on the so-called Hi-line (U.S. High¬ 
way 2) between Coram and Glasgow, and 
traffic originating at Spokane and mov¬ 
ing to Great Falls and points in Mon¬ 
tana on the so-called Hi-Line between 
Coram and Glasgow. By the instant pe¬ 
tition petitioner seeks to eliminate the 
above restriction. Copies of the peti¬ 
tioner’s referenced authority is available 
upon requests at the Office of Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20423. Any interested 
person or persons desiring to participate 
(nay file an original and six copies of his 
written representations, views or argu¬ 
ments in support of or against the peti¬ 
tion within 30 days from the date of 
Publication in the Federal Register. 


No. MC-3991 and Sub-No. 5 (NOTICE 
OF FILING OF PETITION TO MODIFY 
CERTIFICATE), filed June 17. 1974. Pe¬ 
titioner: J. C TRUCKING COMPANY, 
INC.. 27 Oxford Street. West Haven, 
Conn. 06516. Petitioner’s representative: 
Sidney L. Goldstein. 109 Church Street. 
New Haven, Conn. 06510. Petitioner 
holds a motor common carrier certificate 
No. MC-3991 and Sub-No. 5 issued May 
17. 1957 and June 11, 1974, respectively, 
authorizing transportation, (A) in the 
lead certificate, over regular routes, of 
(1) Ladies suit and dress piece goods , cut 
goods, and trimmings, to include cotton, 
wool, silk, and rayon, knitted and mixed. 
and buttons, buckles, belts and threads. 
From New York, N.Y., to New Haven, 
Conn., serving the intermediate point of 
Bridgeport, Conn.: From New York, over 
US. Highway 1 to New Haven; and (2) 
Finished ladies dresses and suites, from 
New Haven, Conn., to New York. N.Y., 
serving the intermediate point of Bridge¬ 
port, Conn.: From New Haven over U.S. 
Highway 1 to New York: (3) Piecegoods, 
finished and unfinished dresses, and 
finished and unfinished women's suites. 
Between New Haven, Conn., and New 
York, N.Y., serving no intermediate 
points: From New Haven over U.S. High¬ 
way 1 to New York, and return over the 
same route: (4) Women's and children's 
garments, from New Haven, Conn . to 
Yonkers, N.Y., serving no intermediate 
points: From New Haven over U.S. High¬ 
way 1 to New Rochelle. N.Y., and thence 
over unnumbered highway via North 
Pelham and Mt. Vernon. N.Y., to 
Yonkers: and (5) Piece goods and ma¬ 
terials, cut and uncut, used in the manu¬ 
facture of women’s and children’s 
dresses, suite, shirts, and Mouses, From 
Yonkers, N.Y., to New Haven. Conn., 
serving no intermediate points: From 
Yonkers. N.Y., to New Haven, Conn., 
serving no intermediate points: From 
Yonkers over unnumbered highway to 
New Rochelle, N.Y., and thence over U.S. 
Highway 1 to New Haven; and (B) in 
Sub-No. 5, over irregular routes, of Cl) 
Women’s and children's dresses and 
suits, on hangers, from Waterbury, 
Conn., to North Bergen, N.J., and New 
York, N.Y.. and (2) materials used in the 
manufacture of women’s and children’s 
dresses. From North Bergen. N.J., and 
New York. N.Y., to Waterbury, Conn. 
By the instant petition, petitioner seeks 
to modify the above authority to read as 
follows: “over irregular routes, wearing 
apparel and materials and supplies u c ed 
in the manufacture thereof, (1) Between 
New York. N.Y., and Bridgeport. New 
Hnven and Waterbury. Conn.: and (2) 
Between North Bergen. N.J., and Water¬ 
bury, Conn.” Any interested person or 
persons desiring to participate may file 
an original and six copies of his written 
representations, views or arguments in 
support of or against the petition within 
30 days from the date of publications in 
the Federal Register. 

No. MC-28517 (Sub-No. 7) (CORREC¬ 
TION OF A NOTICE OF FILING OF 
PETITION TO REMOVE A RESTRIC¬ 
TION), filed June 10, 1974, published in 


the FR issue of June 26, 1974, and repub¬ 
lished as corrected this issue. Petitioner: 
FARNYL TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. 
Box 307. 184 S. 15th, St. Helens, Oreg. 
97501. Petitioner’s representative: 
Michael D. Crew, 620 Blue Cross Build¬ 
ing, 100 S. W. Market Street. Portland, 
Oreg. 97201. Petitioner holds a motor 
common carrier certificate in No. MC- 
28517 (Sub-No. 7) issued December 17, 
1973, authorizing, transportation, over 
regular routes, of General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
Classes A and B explosives, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), serving Longview, Wash., as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier’s authorized regular-route opera¬ 
tions between Portland and Rainier, 
Oreg.. restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of shipments originating at or des¬ 
tined to the facilities of Reynolds Alu¬ 
minum. located at or near Longview, 
Warii. By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to delete the territorial restriction 
“against the transportation of shipments 
originating at or destined to the facili¬ 
ties of Revnolds Aluminum, located at or 
near Longview. Wash.” Note: The pur¬ 
pose of this republication is to indicate 
the modification petitioner reeks in de¬ 
letion of the territorial restriction as 
stated herein. Any interested person or 
persons desiring to participate may file 
an original and six copies of his written 
representations, views or arguments in 
support of or against the petition within 
39 davs from the date of publication in 
. the Federal Register. 

No MC 66562 (Sub-No. 1908) (Notice 
of filing of petition to renew explosives 
authoritv), filed June 10. 1974. Peti¬ 
tioner: REA EXPRESS. INC.. 219 East 
42d Street, New York, N.Y. 10017. Peti¬ 
tioner’s representative: Michael J. Briody 
(same address as petitioner). Petitioner 
holds a motor common carrier certificate 
No. MC 66562 (Sob-No. 1908) issued 
August 20. 1965. authorizing transporta¬ 
tion. over regular routes, of general cmrz- 
modities, moving in exoress service, be¬ 
tween Rochester, N.Y., and Albany. N Y., 
serving no intermediate points, and serv¬ 
ing the off-route point of Syracuse, 
N Y.: From Rochester over U S. High¬ 
way 15 to junction Interstate Highway 90 
at We*t Henrietta. N.Y.. thence over 
Interstate Highway 90 to Albanv, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; restricted: (1) 
The service to be performed by carrier 
shall be limited to that which is auxiliary 
to or supplemental of express service of 
the Railwav Express Agency; (2) ship¬ 
ments transported shall be limited to 
those moving on through bills of la*teg 
or exmess receipts: (3) suri) further 
specific conditions as the Commission, 
in the future, may find necessary to im¬ 
pose in ord°r to restrict carrier’s opera¬ 
tions to a service which is auxiliary to or 
sunM°mental of express service of the 
Railway Exnress Agency: and (4) tv»e 
authoritv granted herein, to the extent it 
authorizes the transportation of Classes 
A and B explosives, shall be limited, in 
point of time, to a period expiring five 
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years after August 20, 1965. By the in¬ 
stant petition, petitioner seeks to renew 
its explosives authority contained in the 
certificate specified above. Any inter¬ 
ested person or persons desiring to par¬ 
ticipate may file an original and six 
copies of his written representations, 
views, or arguments in support of or 
against the petition within 30 davs from 
the date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

No. MC-86779 (Notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion to modify certificate), filed June 10, 
1974. Petitioner: ILLINOIS CENTRAL 
GULF RAILROAD COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration, 233 North Mi higan Avenue, 
Chicago, HI. 60601. Petitioner’s repre¬ 
sentative: John H. Docringer (same ad¬ 
dress as petitioner). Petitioner presently 
holds motor common carrier Certificate 
No. MC-86779 issued October 19, 1973, 
authorizing transportation, over regular 
routes, of general commodities in a ter¬ 
ritory generally paralle’ing the rail lines 
of the Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company at points in Tennessee, Ala¬ 
bama, Mississippi. Kentucky, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Indiana, Illinois. Iowa, Wis¬ 
consin, Minnesota, and South Dakota. 
The instant petition seeks modification 
of that portion of the authDrity in MC- 
86779 identified as (D)(3), (D)(4), (I), 
and (K), authorizing operations at points 
in Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, and 
Louisiana, restricted in (D)(3). (D)(4). 
(I), and (K) such that the service by 
motor vehicle to be performed by said 
carrier shall be limited to service which 
is auxiliary to or supplemental of its 
service by railroad and such further spe¬ 
cific conditions as the Commission in the 
future may find it necessarv to impose 
in ord'T to restrict said carrier’s opera¬ 
tions by motor vehicle to sen-ice which is 
auxiliary to or supplemental of Its rail 
service, and further restricted: In (D> (3) 
such that said carrier shall not serve any 
point not a station on its rail lines (ex¬ 
cept Charleston, Miss.), and such that no 
shipments shall be transported by said 
carrier, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle from or through Memphis. Tenn., 
to or through Grenada or Durant, Miss., 
nor from or through Jackson. Miss. to 
or through Durant. Miss., nor between 
any of the following points or throuph 
or to or from more than one of said 
points: Memphis, Tenn.. Jackson. Miss., 
and Jackson, Tenn.: in (D) (4) such that 
said carrier shall not serve any point not 
a station on its rail lines (except Loren- 
zen, Grace, Hampton. Glen Allen, Mira- 
thon, Foote, Erwin, Longwood. Avon, 
Wayside, and Swiftwater, Miss.), and 
such that no shipments shall be trans¬ 
ported by said carrier as a common car¬ 
rier by motor vehicle between any of the 
following points, or through or to or 
from, more than one of said points: 
Memphis, Tenn., Clarksdale, Moorhead. 
Vicksburg. Greenwood, Greenville, Jack- 
son, and Meridian, Miss.: in (I) such 
that petitioner shall not serve any point 
not a station on its rail line, and such 
that no sliipments shall be transported 
by petitioner as a common carrier by 


motor vehicle between any of the follow¬ 
ing points, or through or to or from more 
than one of said points: Jackson and 
McComb, Miss., and New Orleans, and 
Baton Rouge, La.; and in (K) such that 
carrier shall not serve any point not a 
station on its rail line, and such that no 
shipments shall be transported by car¬ 
rier as a common carrier by motor ve¬ 
hicle between any of the following 
points: 

Jackson, Vicksburg, and McComb, 
Miss., and Baton Rouge, La. By the in¬ 
stant petition, petitioner seeks removal 
of the key-point restrictions specifically 
named in (D)(3), (D)(4), (I), and 
(K> above, and a substitution of the fol¬ 
lowing restriction in lieu thereof: “Ship¬ 
ments transported by carrier shall be 
limited to those moving under a through 
bill of lading or express receipt covering, 
in addition to a movement by motor ve¬ 
hicle, and immediately prior or immedi¬ 
ately subsequent movement by rail.” Pe¬ 
titioner indicates that it does not seek 
any modification to the other (non-key- 
roint) restrictions as described above. 
Petitioner asserts that the subject key- 
point restrictions are burdensome, waste¬ 
ful, costly, and onerous, and comuel peti¬ 
tioner to: (1) Provide an excessive num¬ 
ber of TOFC terminals; (2) provide 
TOFC terminals on branch lines instead 
of main lines; (3) waste car-days by re¬ 
quiring TOFC service in 1dc31 trains to 
and from low-volume points; (4) op¬ 
erate highway trucks over less-than- 
ontimum routes: (5) generally waste the 
time of locomotives, TOFC cars, and 
trailers in providing service that could 
be more expeditiously performed over 
short, direct highway route; and (6) op¬ 
erate imbalanced service at nearby 
points where, through short movements 
of trailers by highway, loaded move¬ 
ments of freight could otherwise be bal¬ 
anced in each direction. In accordance 
with the Commission’s regulations (49 
CFR 1100.250) in Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub- 
No. 4), Implementation—Nat‘1 Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act, 1969, 340 I.C.C. 431 
(1972). any protests may include a state¬ 
ment indicating the presence or absence 
of any effect of the requested Commis¬ 
sion Action on the quality of the human 
environment. If any such effect is alleged 
to be present, the statement shall include 
information relating to the relevant fac¬ 
tor set forth in Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 
4). This proceeding will be handled with¬ 
out public hearings unless protests are 
received which contain information in¬ 
dicating a need for such hearings. Any 
interested person, or persons, desiring to 
participate may file an original and six 
cories of his written representations, 
views, or arguments in support of or 
against this petition within 30 days from 
the date of this publication in the 
Federal Register. 

No. MC 123075 (Sub-No. 23) (Notice 
of filing of petition to extend territorial 
description), filed June 19, 1974. Peti¬ 
tioner: SHUPE AND YOST. INC.. P.O, 
Box 1123, Greeley, Colo. 80631. Peti¬ 
tioner's representative: Stuart L. Poel- 
man. Seventh Floor, Continental Bank 


Building. Salt Lake City, Utah 84101. 
Petitioner holds a motor contract carrier 
permit in No. MC 123075 (Sub-No. 23), 
issued December 6. 1973, authorizing 
transportation, over irregular routes, of 
salt and salt products, from the plant site 
of Hardy Salt Company, located at or 
near Lake Point, Utah, to points in 
Colorado, Wyoming, and Kansas and 
points in that part of South Dakota and 
Nebraska located on and west of U S. 
Highway 83, under a continuing contract, 
or contracts with Carey Salt Company! 
of Hutchison. Kans. Petitioner has filed 
a rrevious petition on December 26,1973, 
and published February 13, 1974, seek¬ 
ing to add to the authority above the 
following operations: “From the plant 
site of Great Salt Lake Mineral and 
Chemical Corporation, located near Lit¬ 
tle Mountain, Utah, to points in Kansas, 
those points in Nebraska and South 
Dakota on and west of U.S. Highway 83, 
and those points in Colorado east of the 
Continental Divide and those in Wyom¬ 
ing on anc east of U.S. Highway 87 and 
Interstate Highways 25 and 90 beginning 
at the Mon tana-Wyoming State Bound¬ 
ary line and extending southerly to 
Casper, Wyo., and on and east of Wyom¬ 
ing State Highway 220 to Muddy Gap 
and on and east of U.S. Highway 287 to 
Sinclair and on and east of the Con¬ 
tinental Divide to the Wyoming-Colorado 
border.” By the instant petition, peti¬ 
tioner seeks to ex*end to the territorial 
descriptions seated above, the following 
operations: “From the rFntsite of Great 
Salt Lake Mineral and Chemical Cor¬ 
poration located near Little Mountain, 
Utah, to points in Nebraska end South 
Dakota on and east of U.S. Highway 83.** 
Any interested perron cr persons desir- 
ir to participate may file an original 
and six copies of his written representa¬ 
tions, views, or arguments in support of 
or against the petition within 30 days 
from the date of publications in the 
Federal Register. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210 a(b> 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s Special Rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or rassengers under sec¬ 
tions 5(a) and 210a (b) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and certain other pro¬ 
ceedings with respect thereto (49 CFR 
1.240). 

Motor Carriers cf Property 

Applications for Certificates or Per¬ 
mits Which Are To Be Processed Con¬ 
currently With Applications Under 

Section 5 Governed by Special Rule 

240 to the Extent Applicable 

No. MC 151 (Sub-No. 53). filed June 
21. 1974. Applicant: LOVELACE TRUCK 
SERVICE, INC., 2225 Wabash Avenue, 
Terre Haute, Ind. 47807. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Walter F. Jones. Jr.. 601 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Indianapo¬ 
lis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
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General commodities (except articles of 
unusual value, dangerous explosives, live¬ 
stock, household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com¬ 
modities in bulk, articles requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading), between 
points in Montgomery County, Ohio, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the state of Ohio as off-route points in 
connection with said carrier’s presently 
authorized regular operations to and 
from Dayton, Ohio. 

Note. —Applicant states that the requested 
can be tacked with Its existing authority at 
points in Montgomery County, Ohio, to pro¬ 
vide a through service between points in 
Ohio with authority held in Indiana, Illinois, 
and Missouri; (b) at St. Louis, Mo., to pro¬ 
vide a through service to and from Kansas 
City, Mo./Kansas, under authority now 
pending in I.C.G. Docket No. MC-F-11997; 
and (c) at Terre Haute, Ind., and Mt. Ver¬ 
non, Ill., to provide a through service to and 
from the Anaconda Aluminum Company 
plant site ngar Sebree, Ky. f under authority 
now pending in Docket No. MC-161, Sub-61. 
Tills is a matter directly related to the sec¬ 
tion 6 proceeding in MC-F-12250 published 
in the Federal Register issue of July 3, 1974. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Indianapolis, Ind., or 
Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC-139625 (Correction). filed 
March 25, 1974, published in the Federal 
Register issue of May 8,1974, and repub¬ 
lished, as corrected, this issue. Applicant: 
MEMPHIS-BIRMINGHAM EXPRESS. 
INC., 618 Hamilton Bank Building, Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn. 37219. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: A. O. Buck (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
Memphis, Tenn., and Birmingham, Ala.: 
From Memphis over U.S. Highway 78 to 
Birmingham and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
is to change MC-F-12178 to MC-F-12179 
which was previously published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register in error. Common control may 
be involved. This application Lb a matter di¬ 
rectly related to a Section 6 proceeding in 
No. MC-F-12179 which has not yet been 
published in the Federal Register. 

No. MC-F-12213 (Supplemental) (C & 
H TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.—Pur¬ 
chase (Portion)—A. A. MARTIN 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.), Pub¬ 
lished in the May 13, 1974, issue of the 
Federal Register on page 17368. By the 
subject application, C & H Transpor¬ 
tation Co., Inc., seeks authority to oper¬ 
ate as a motor common carrier of heavy 
machinery and such commodities re¬ 
quiring specialized handling or rigging 
because of size or weight, over irregular 
routes between Boston, Mass., and points 
in Massachusetts within 25 miles of 
Boston, on the one hand, and, on the 
other hand, points in New Hampshire 
and points in a portion of Maine, 


between points in Maine, and between 
points in Vermont. Applicant presently 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in all States in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 
The prior publication should be 
amended to show that C & H Transpor¬ 
tation Co., Inc., proposes to eliminate a 
gateway in the Boston area for the per¬ 
formance of through service under the 
combined rights. The following notice of 
proposal to eliminate gateways for the 
purpose of reducing highway congestion, 
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel has been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s Gateway Elimination Rules (49 
CFR Part 1065), and notice thereof to 
all interested persons is hereby given as 
provided in such rules. An original and 
two copies of protests against the pro¬ 
posed elimination of the gateway herein 
described may be filed with the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 

No. MC-F-12247 (BRIGGS TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO. — Purchase — 
PRANGE, INC.), published in the July 3, 
1974, issue of the Federal Register. Ap¬ 
plication filed June 28, 1974, for tempo¬ 
rary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12231 (Correction) (L. A. 
TRUCK LINES, INCORPORATED— 
Control and Merger—C.E.S. TRUCK 
LINES, INC.), published in the June 13, 
1974, issue of the Federal Register on 
page 20740. Prior notice should be 
modified to read, L. A. TUCKER TRUCK 
LINES, INCORPORATED, in lieu of L. A. 
TRUCK LINES, INCORPORATED. 

No. MC-F-12254. Authority sought for 
control and merger by ECONOMY 
MOVERS. INC., P.O. Box 201, Mead, NE 
68041, of the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of ECKLEY TRUCKING AND 
LEASING, INC., P.O. Box 156, Mead, NE 
68041, and for acquisition by JAMES 
EC KLE Y, GERALD ECKLEY. AND 
GLADYS ECKLEY, all of Mead, NE 
68041, of control of such rights and 
property through the transaction. Ap¬ 
plicants’ attorney: Gailyn L. Larsen, 
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Operating rights sought to be con¬ 
trolled and merged: Metal buildings, 
grain tanks, grain crop dryers, and hy¬ 
draulic presses, as a contract carrier over 
irregular routes, from the plant site and 
storage facilities of Behlen Manufactur¬ 
ing Company, at or near Columbus, 
Nebr., to points in Colorado, Illinois, 
Iowa, Indiana, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Wisconsin, Wyoming. Michigan. 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and New 
Jersey, from the plant site and storage 
facilities of the Behlen Manufacturing 
Company, at or near Columbus, Nebr., to 
points in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, 
California, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Idaho, Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Mississippi, Nevada, Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Mexico, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, Oregon. Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Ver¬ 


mont, Virginia. Washington, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia; and 
return with equipment, materials, and 
supplies used in the manufacture of the 
commodities described above; iron and 
steel articles having an immediately 
prior movement by water, from Omaha, 
Nebr., to the plant site and storage fa¬ 
cilities of Behlen Manufacturing Com¬ 
pany of Columbus, Nebr.; (1) (a) metal 
and fiberglass containers , industrial 
blenders and dump station machines, 
frankfurter processing machines , sand 
blasters, truck hoists, tractor stilts, stock 
tank heaters, farm fertilizer applicators, 
and nurse tank wagons and (b) part of 
the commodities named in (a) above, 
from Leonox, Iowa, and Beatrice, Nebr., 
to points in the United States (except 
points in Alaska, Arizona, Hawaii. Ken¬ 
tucky, Montana. New Mexico, North Car¬ 
olina, Tennessee, and Wyoming; (2) 
tools, parts, supplies and partially fab¬ 
ricated products, utilized in connection 
with the manufacturing of the commodi¬ 
ties named in (1) (a) above, between 
Lenox, Iowa, Beatrice, Nebr., and the 
port of entry on the United States- 
Canada Boimdary line at or near Detroit, 
Mich.; 

Equipment, materials, and supplies 
used iir the manufacture of metal and 
fiberglass containers, industrial blenders, 
dump station machines, frankfurter 
processing machines, sand blasters, truck 
hoists, tractor stilts, stock tank heaters, 
farm fertilizer applicators, and nurse 
tank wagons (except commodities in 
bulk, and those which, by reason of size 
or weight, require special handling of 
special equipment), from points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana. Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky, 
Minnesota, Missouri. Ohio. Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Texas, and Wisconsin, to 
Lenox, Iowa, Beatrice, Nebr., and ports 
of entry on the United States-Canada 
Boundary line located at or near De¬ 
troit, Mich.; bar mesh, fencing materials, 
presses, agricultural machinery and im¬ 
plements, from the plant site and storage 
facilities of Behlen Manufacturing Com¬ 
pany at or near Columbus, Nebr.. to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); (1) metal and 
fiberglass containers, industrial blenders 
and dump station machines, frankfurter 
processing machines, sand blasters, truck 
hoists, tractor stilts, stock tank heaters, 
farm fertilizer applicators, and nurse 
tank wagons, and (2) parts of the com¬ 
modities named in (1) above, from 
Lenox, Iowa, and Beatrice, Nebr., to 
points in Alaska, Arizona, Kentucky, 
Montana, New Mexico, North Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Wyoming; air handling 
units, make-up air systems, heating and 
ventilating units, gas unit heaters, and 
cooling and heating systems, from Hast¬ 
ings. Nebr., to points in Florida, Idaho, 
North Carolina, Oklahoma. Utah. Wash¬ 
ington, and Wyoming; air handling 
units, make-up air systems, heating and 
ventilating units, gas units heaters, and 
cooling and heating systems, and equip¬ 
ment, materials and supplies, used In the 
manufacture of the above-described 
commodities (except commodities in 
bulk), between Hastings, Nebr., on the 
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one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana. Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky, Lou¬ 
isiana, Maryland, Michigan. Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York. Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, Virginia, and Wisconsin, 
with restrictions. ECONOMY MOVERS. 
INC., is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Nebraska, Kansas, Colo¬ 
rado, Iowa, Illinois, and Missouri. Appli¬ 
cation has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12255. Authority sought for 
control by NORTH CENTRAL TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1254, Sedalia, MO 
65301, of ROBERTS TRUCK LINE, INC., 
2302 Guinotte Ave., Kansas City, MO 
64120, and for acquisition by BILL 
BILYEU. 3002 SW. Blvd., Sedalia, MO 
65301, of control of ROBERTS TRUCK 
LINE, INC., through the acquisition by 
NORTH CENTRAL TRUCK LINES, 
INC. Applicants' attorney: Tom B. Kret- 
singer. Suite 910 Fairfax Bldg., 101 West 
Eleventh St., Kansas City, MO 64105. 
Operating rights sought to be controlled: 
General commodities, with the usual ex¬ 
ceptions, as a common carrier over 
regular routes, serving North Kansas 
City. Mo., as an off-route point in con¬ 
nection with applicant's presently au¬ 
thorized regular route operation between 
Leavenworth, Kans., and Kansas City, 
Mo., between Leavenworth, Kans., and 
Kansas City, Mo.; household goods, 
building materials and millwork, between 
Leavenworth, Kans., and St. Joseph, Mo., 
serving no intermediate points; house- 
hold goods', over irregular routes, be¬ 
tween Leavenworth, Kans., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mis¬ 
souri; cable splicing equipment, between 
Leavenworth, Kans., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Clay and 
Buchanan Counties, Mo.; household 
goods as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in Leavenworth County, 
Kans., except Leavenworth, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mis¬ 
souri; junk, scrap paper, and scrap rags, 
from Lansing and Leavenworth, Kans., 
to North Kansas City, Mo. NORTH 
CENTRAL TRUCK LINES, INC., is au¬ 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska. Ohio, and Wisconsin. Applica¬ 
tion has been filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12256. Authority sought for 
merger by FROEHUCH TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC., Federal Road, Dan¬ 
bury, CT 06810, of the operating rights 
and property of PLAINFIELD TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., and for acquisi¬ 
tion by FRANK FROEHUCH, AND 
ALAN D. FROEHLICH. all of Danbury, 
CT 06810, of control of such rights and 
property through the transaction. Appli¬ 
cants' attorney: Thomas W. Murrett, 342 
North Main St., West Hartford, CT 06117. 
Operating rights sought to be merged: 
General commodities, with the usual ex¬ 


ceptions, as a common carrier over ir¬ 
regular routes, between New York, N.Y., 
and Newark, N.J., and points in New 
Jersey within 15 miles of Newark, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Fairfield, Hartford, and New Haven 
Counties. Conn., and Hampden County, 
Mass., between points in Connecticut; 
cheese and cheese products, in con¬ 
tainers. in vehicles equipped with me¬ 
chanical refrigeration, from Syosset 
(Long Island), N.Y., to points in Con¬ 
necticut and Hampden County, Mass. 
FROEHUCH TRANSPORTATION CO., 
INC., is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Connecticut, New Jersey, 
New York. Massachusetts, Vermont, 
Maryland, New Hampshire, and Rhode 
Island. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). Pursuant to order dated September 
12. 1973, in Docket No. MC-F-11627, 
transferee acquired control of trans¬ 
feror. 

No. MC-F-122 57. Authority sought for 
purchase by INTERNATIONAL CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC., 1020 Eighteenth St., De¬ 
troit, MI 48216, of the operating rights 
and to lease specified properties of 
MOTOR DISPATCH, INC., 2559 South 
Archer Ave., Chicago, IL 60608, and for 
acquisition by INDUSTRIAL CARTAGE 
COMPANY, INC., MARY LOUISE 
SHEARER. WILLIAM T. SHEARER, 
ROBERT B. SHEARER. MARY CHRIS¬ 
TINE SCHOOLENBERG. AND EVON A. 
ADAMS, all of Detroit, MI 48216, of con¬ 
trol of such rights and property through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: 
Sanford H. Passer, 1100 Fisher Bldg., 
Detroit, MI 48202, and Jack Goodman, 
39 South La Salle St., Chicago, IL 60603. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: General commodities, with the 
usual exceptions, as a common carrier 
over regular routes, between South Bend, 
Ind., and Cleveland, Ohio, serving no in¬ 
termediate points, between Elkhart. Ind., 
and Detroit, Mich., between South Bend, 
Ind., and Detroit, Mich., between South 
Bend, Ind., and Battle Creek, Mich., 
serving all intermediate points, between 
South Bend, Ind., and Battle Creek, 
Mich., serving no intermediate points, 
between Angola. Ind., and Jackson, 
Mich., serving all intermediate points, 
between Detroit, Mich., and Toledo, Ohio, 
serving no intermediate points, between 
Jackson, Mich., and Toledo, Ohio, serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, between 
points in Indiana, between Mottville, 
Mich., and Three Rivers, Mich., serving 
all intermediate points between Detroit, 
and Ann Arbor, Mich., serving the inter¬ 
mediate point of Ypsilanti, Mich., be¬ 
tween junction Michigan Highway 17 
and U.S. Highway 25 approximately one 
mile east of Allen Park, Mich., and De¬ 
troit, Mich., serving the intermediate 
points of Ecorse and River Rouge. Mich., 
between Peru, and Marion, Ind., between 
Marion, and Muncie, Ind., serving no in¬ 
termediate points, between Mottville, 
Mich., and Shelbyville, Mich., serving all 
intermediate points, between Jackson, 
Mich., and junction Michigan Highway 


60 and U.S. Highway 131, serving no in¬ 
termediate joints: serving various inter¬ 
mediate and off-route points, between 
Chicago, Ill., and Mishawaka, Ind., be¬ 
tween Michigan City, and La Porte, Ind., 
serving all intermediate points, between 
Valparaiso, and South Bend. Ind., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, and the off- 
route point of Door Village. Ind., between 
Chicago, HI., and Westville, Ind., from 
Hobart, and Valparaiso, Ind., serving all 
intermediate points, between Westville. 
and Michigan City, Ind., serving all in¬ 
termediate points, and the off-route point 
of Otis. Ind., between Valparaiso, Ind., 
and junction U.S. Highway 20 and In¬ 
diana Highway 49, serving all interme¬ 
diate points; over one alternate route for 
operating convenience only. 

Telephone directories and telephone 
directory pages, from the plant site of 
R. R. Donnelley & Sons Co., in Dwight, 
Ill., to points in Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, 
and St. Louis, Mo.; frozen prepared foods, 
from the facilities of Banquet Foods at 
Macon, Marshall, Milan, Moberly. and 
Carrollton, Mo., to points in Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia, 
and Davenport and Dubuque, Iowa, with 
restrictions; frozen foods, from the facil¬ 
ities of Kitchens of Sara Lee. Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Deerfield and Chicago, 
Ill., to points in New York, New Jersey. 
Delaware, Maryland, Rhode Island, Con¬ 
necticut, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts. 
West Virginia, Virginia, Ohio, and the 
District of Columbia; with restrictions; 
general commodities, with the usual ex¬ 
ceptions over regular routes, serving the 
plant site and facilities of Ford Motor 
Company at Romeo. Mich., as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier’s 
authorized regular route operations, with 
restriction. Vendee is authorized to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier in Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Missouri, Ken¬ 
tucky, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Iowa, New York, New Jersey. 
Delaware. Maryland, Rhode Island. Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, and the District 
of Columbia. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210 a(b). 

No. MC—F-12258. Authority sought for 
purchase by SILVER LINE, INC., 196 
Stanton St., New York, N.Y. 10002. of a 
portion of the operating rights of FLEX¬ 
IBLE FREIGHT TRANSPORT, INC. 
(Howard S. Greenberg, Receiver in Bank¬ 
ruptcy), 744 Broad St., Newark, N.J. 
07102, and for acquisition by MORTON 
VIDERS, also of New York, N.Y. 10002, 
of control of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorney and rep¬ 
resentative: William D. Traub, 10 East 
40th St.. New York, N.Y. 10016. and 
Harold M. Cohen. 1160 Raymond Blvd., 
Newark, N.J. 07102. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, with the usual exceptions, as a 
common carrier over irregular routes, be¬ 
tween Elizabeth, N.J.. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Pennsylvania 
on and east of Pennsylvania Highway 
309 (formerly U.S. Highway 309). Vendee 
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is authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in New York, New Jersey, and Penn¬ 
sylvania. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15767 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 25280; Order 74-7-731 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding Specific Commodity Rates 

Issued under delegated authority, 
July 3. 1974. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers, and other carriers 
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint 
Traffic Conferences of the International 
Air Transport Association (IATA), and 
adopted pursuant to the provisions of 
Resolution 590 dealing with specific com¬ 
modity rates. The agreement, adopted 
at the 17th Meeting of the Joint Specific 
Commodity Rates Board held at Geneva 
on April 2-4, 1974, has been assigned 
C.A.B. agreement number 24396. 

With respect to air transportation as 
defined by the .Act, the agreement pro¬ 
poses revisions to the specific commodity 
rate structures applicable in the North 
Atlantic and South Pacific market areas. 
These revisions are outlined in the at¬ 
tachments hereto, 1 and reflect reductions 
from otherwise applicable general cargo 
rates. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board in the Board’s Regula¬ 
tions, 14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that 
the subject agreement is adverse to the 
public interest or in violation of the Act, 
provided that approval is subject to the 
conditions hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. That : 

1. Agreement C.A.B. 24396 be and here¬ 
by is approved, provided that approval 
shall not constitute approval of the spe¬ 
cific commodity descriptions contained 
therein for purposes of tariff publica¬ 
tions; 

2 . The carriers are hereby authorized 
to file tariffs implementing the approved 
agreement on not less than one day’s 
notice for effectiveness not earlier than 
July 15, 1974. The authority granted in 
this paragraph expires with August 15, 
1974; and 

3. The findings and approval herein 
shall not be deemed to modify the find¬ 
ings and Order of the Board in its de¬ 
cision in Agreements Adopted by IATA 
Relating to North Atlantic Cargo Rates t 
Order 73-2-24 of February 6, 1973. Order 
73-7-9 of July 5, 1973, Order 73-9-109 of 
September 28, 1973, and Order 74-4-7 of 
April 2, 1974, and are subject, where ap¬ 
plicable, to all the provisions of such 
orders. 


1 Attachments filed as part of the original 
document. 


Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order, pursuant to the 
Board’s Regulations, 14 CFR 385.50. may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above 
period, unless within such period a peti¬ 
tion for review thereof is filed or the 
Board gives notice that it will review 
this order on its own motion. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Lseal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-15757 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. 25280; Order 74-7-17] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding Specific Commodity Rates 

Issued under delegated authority, 
July 3, 1974. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers, and other carriers 
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint 
Traffic Conferences of the International 
Air Transport Association (IATA), and 
adopted pursuant to the provisions of 
Resolution 590 dealing with specific com¬ 
modity rates. 

The agreement names an additional 
specific commodity rate, as set forth be¬ 
low, reflecting a reduction from general 
cargo rates, and was adopted pursuant 
to unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in an IATA letter dated 
June 25, 1974. 

Specific 

commodity 

item No. Description and rate 

1295_ Bags. Belts, Billfolds, Brushes, 

Cases, Purses; 1 120 cents per kg., 
minimum weight 100 kgs.; Ill 
cents per kg., minimum weight 
300 kgs.; from Lyon/Nice to 
New York/Montreal. 

1 See tariffs for complete commodity Item 
description. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board in the Board’s Regulations, 
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the 
subject agreement is adverse to the pub¬ 
lic interest or in violation of the Act, 
provided that approval is subject to the 
conditions hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly, it is ordered , That: 

1. Agreement C.A3. 24486, be and 
hereby Is approved, provided that ap¬ 
proval shall not constitute approval of 
the specific commodity description con¬ 
tained therein for purposes of tariff pub¬ 
lications; provided further than tariff 
filings shall be marked to become effec¬ 
tive on not less than 30 days’ notice from 
the date of filing. 

2. The findings and approval herein 
shall not be deemed to modify the find¬ 
ings and Order of the Board in its deci¬ 
sion in Agreements Adopted by IATA 
Relating to North Atlantic Cargo Rates , 
Order 73-2-24 of February 6, 1973, Order 


73-7-9 of July 5, 1973, Order 73-9-109 of 
September 28, 1973, and Order 74-4-7 of 
April 2, 1974 and are subject to all the 
provisions of such orders. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order, pursuant to the 
Board’s Regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above pe¬ 
riod , unless within such period a petition 
for review thereof \s filed or the Board 
gives notice that it will review this order 
on its own motion. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

[seal! Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-15758 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket 25513; Order 74-7-14) 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding Increased Passenger 
Fares and Cargo Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
2d day of July 1974. 

By Order 74-5-146 of May 31, 1974, the 
Board set dates for the receipt of justifi¬ 
cation, comments and objections on 
Agreement C.A.B. 24397 adopted by mem¬ 
bers of the International Air Transport 
Association (IATA), which would in¬ 
crease passenger fares over the North 
and Central Pacific on July 1, 1974 by an 
additional four percent as a consequence 
of increased fuel prices. The dollar in¬ 
crease applicable to Honolulu applies to 
all points in Hawaii; that for Anchorage 
applies to all points in Alaska; and that 
for Los Angeles applies to all other 
points in IATA Traffic Conference 1 
(Western Hemisphere). 

Justification has been submitted by 
Pan American World Airways, Inc. (Pan 
American) and Trans World Ail-lines, 
Inc. (TWA). Northwest Airlines, Inc. 
(Northwest) and Japan Air Lines Com¬ 
pany, Ltd. (JAL) have submitted com¬ 
ments and data in support of the agree¬ 
ment. 

Pan American alleges that the average 
price of fuel used in its North/Central 
Pacific operations has risen from 13.48 
to 31.48 cents per gallon, or 134 percent 
from the base period (first quarter, 1973) 
to April 1974 (the latest actual data 
available). Pan American expects the 
price to be 43.01 cents per gallon in the 
forecast period (year ending June 30, 
1975). Based on its estimated consump¬ 
tion of 128,643,000 gallons for North/ 
Central Pacific passenger services dur¬ 
ing the forecast period, the carrier cal¬ 
culates its total fuel bill at historic base 
period prices (first quarter 1973) would 
have been $17,341,000, while it would be 
aoucl aiq^RBAU !jsa^Ei aift w 000*16F0f>$ 
per gallon. Offsetting this difference of 
$23,156,000, Pan American claims it will 
receive $12,885,000 in net additional reve¬ 
nues from the two previously approved 
fuel-related increases in passenger fares, 
and an additional $5,003,000 in net reve- 
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nues as a result of the Instant agreement. 
The carrier points out that this net ad¬ 
ditional revenue will fall short by $5,268,- 
000 of fully compensating it for the in¬ 
creases in its fuel bill already ex¬ 
perienced. 

TWA claims that its Pacific Division 
fuel prices have increased from 14.70 
cents per gallon in September 1973 to 
37.40 cents per gallon in April 1974. 
Based on its current Pacific operations, 
the carrier states that this price increase 
represents more than $9.5 million in ad¬ 
ditional fuel costs over that which would 
have been expended if prices were stabi¬ 
lized at the September 1973 level. The 
carrier estimates that approval of the 
agreement will result in additional reve¬ 
nues of $1 million and that this, added 
to the anticipated revenues from the two 
fuel-related fare increases previously 
approved, would increase passenger reve¬ 
nues by a total of $4.1 million annually. 
TWA points out that the overall defi¬ 
ciency in offsetting added fuel costs will 
still approximate $5.4 million, even under 
the new agreement. 

Northwest claims in support of the 
agreement that, for the anticipated level 
of Pacific operations during the forecast 
period (year ending June 30, 1975), fuel 
will cost $28,342,000 more at April 1974 
prices than would have been incurred at 
the same level of operations at base pe¬ 
riod prices (September 1973). 1 Offsetting 
this cost increase, Northwest expects to 
earn an additional $6,049,000 in revenues 
from implementation of the agreement. 
This additional revenue, together with 
the additional revenue from the two 
previous fuel-related fare increases, 
amounts to $19,331,000 according to the 
carrier, and the net effect is an excess of 
fuel cost of $9,011,000 over revenues 
stemming from the fare increases. 

JAL claims that its June 1974 average 
cost per gallon of fuel is 275 percent 
greater than the cost it incurred during 
the second quarter of 1973. Taking into 
account the two previous fuel-related 
fare increases in January and March 
1974. as well as the current increase pro¬ 
posed, JAL claims it would still need an 
additional 11.4 percent increase in reve¬ 
nue to fully recover its increased fuel 
costs to date. 

Upon consideration of the carriers’ 
justifications and comments, we have 
concluded that the additional four per¬ 
cent increase in passenger fares on North 
and Central Pacific routes appears war¬ 
ranted by the continued increases in the 
cost of fuel. 

The have adjusted the fuel-cost data 
for Pan American to reflect the differ¬ 
ence between the price paid in Septem¬ 
ber 1973 (rather than the average price 
in the first quarter 1973) and the latest 
available price actually paid; and calcu¬ 
late its additional fuel expenses to be 
$23.3 million. As indicated, the in¬ 
creases sustained by TWA and North¬ 
west during the same period are $9.5 and 


1 At September 1973 prices, the forecast 
level of Pacific operations would have cost 
Northwest $13,162,000, while at April 1974 
prices the same level of operations would cost 
$41,504,000. 


$28.3. respectively. The annualized reve¬ 
nue gain estimated from the two previ¬ 
ous fuel-related increases, coupled with 
the currently proposed increase would be 
$17.9 million for Pan American, $4.1 for 
TWA, and $19.3 for Northwest. For the 
three carriers, therefore, the aggregate 
increase in cost due to fuel is $61.1 mil¬ 
lion, as compared with an aggregate off¬ 
setting increase in revenue of $41.3 
million. Accordingly, we conclude that 
the proposed increase is justified by the 
fuel cost escalation experienced by the 
carriers, is not unreasonable, and should 
be approved.* 


•While we recognize the urgent need of 
the carriers for relief from escalating fuel 
costs and the proposed July 1, 1974 effective¬ 
ness date, we must also take into considera¬ 
tion the inconvenience to the traveling 
public of a last minute increase in fares, par¬ 
ticularly since this is the peak travel period. 
Accordingly, we will permit tariffs imple¬ 
menting the agreement to be filed for effec¬ 
tiveness not earlier than July 16, 1974. 


We will at the same time approve three 
additional agreements which would (1) 
increase most cargo rates between IATA 
Traffic Conference 2 (Europe/Middle 
East/Africa) and IATA Traffic Confer¬ 
ence 3 (Asia/Australasia/Paciflc) by four 
percent effective July 1, 1974 to reflect 
increased fuel * cost, (2) increase most 
cargo rates between TC2 and TC3 by an 
additional five percent effective Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1974 to reflect a general increase 
in costs, and (3) modify the fuel related 
increases in passenger fares to/from 
Addis Ababa and points in TC3 previ¬ 
ously approved in Order 74-6-51. 

The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204(a) and 412 of the Act, makes 
the following findings: 

1. It is not found that the following 
resolutions which are incorporated in 
the agreements indicated are adverse to 
the public interest or in violation of the 
Act: 


Agreement CJL.B. IATA Title 

No. 

24307... C05r.North and Central Pacific-General In- 

W27 . creases in Passenger Fares (New). 

R-1. 008UU... General Increases in Cargo Kates (New) _ 

^K-2. 005vv... General Increasesin Cargo Rules (New)... 

R-1. 003y-General Increases in Cargo Rates (New)... 

K-2.U03yy... General Increasesin Caigo Rates (New) .. 

24476... 005u. General Increase in Passenger Fares 

(Amending). 


Application 


3/1 (North and Central Pacific). 

2/3;l/2/3 (S. W. Pacific only). 

2/3; 1/2/3 (except to/from S. W. Pacific). 

2/3.1/2/3 (8. W. Pacific only). 

2/3; 1/2/3 (except to/from 8. W. Pacific). 
2/3;l/2/3 (except to/from 8. \V. Pacific). 


Accordingly, it is ordered , That: 

1 . Agreement C.AJB. 24397; Agreement 
C.A.B. 24427, R-l and Rr-2; Agreement 
C.A.B. 24472, R-l and R-2; and Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 24476, be and hereby are 
approved; 

2. The carriers are authorized to file 
tariffs implementing Agreement C.A.B. 
24397 on not less than one day’s notice 
for effectiveness not earlier than July 15, 
1974. The authority granted in this 
paragraph expires with August 14, 1974; 
and 

3. Tariffs implementing the subject 
agreements shall be marked to expire 
no later than the respective expiry dates 
of the agreements. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal! Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-15617 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 amj 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

MANAGEMENT-LABOR TEXTILE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

The Management-Labor Textile Ad¬ 
visory Committee will meet at 2 p.m. on 
July 25, 1974, in Room 4833, Department 
of Commerce, 14th and Constitution Ave¬ 
nue N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230. 

The Committee, which is comprised of 
40 members having special expertise in 
the textile and apparel industry, advises 


Department officials on conditions in the 
textile industry and on trade in textiles 
and apparel. 

The agenda for the meeting is as 
follows: 

1. Review of Import Trends. 

2. Implementation of Textile Agreements. 

3. Report on Conditions in the Domestic 
Market. 

4. Other Business. 

A limited number of seats will be avail¬ 
able to the public. The public will be per¬ 
mitted to file written statements with the 
committee before or after the meeting. 
To the extent time is available at the end 
of the meeting the presentation of oral 
statements will be allowed. 

Further information concerning the 
Committee may be obtained from Arthur 
Garel, Director, Office of Textiles, Main 
Commerce Building, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Chairman , Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements and Deputy As - 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance. 

(FR Doc.74-15672 Filed 7-9-74; 8.45 am I 


COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 
Notice of Public Availability 

Environmental impact statements re¬ 
ceived by the Council on Environmental 
Quality from June 24 through June 28, 
1974. The date of receipt for each state- 
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ment is noted in the summary. Under 
Council Guidelines, the minimum period 
for public review and comment on draft 
environmental impact statements is 
forty-five <45) days from this Federal 
Register notice of availability. (August 
19.1974) 

Copies of individual statements are 
available for review from the originating 
agency. Back copies will also be available 
from a commercial source, the Environ¬ 
mental Law Institute, of Washington, 
D.C. 

Department of Agriculture 

Contact: Dr. Fred H. Tschlrley, Acting Co¬ 
ordinator, Environmental Quality Activities, 
Office of the Secretary. U.8. Department of 
Agriculture, Room 331-E. Administration 
BuUding, Washington. D.C. 20250. 202-447- 
3965. 

FOREST SERVICE 

Draft 

Kelly-Bullion Unit, Nczperce National 
Forest. Idaho County, Idaho, June 28: Pro¬ 
posed is the implementation of management 
guidance for the 39,100 acre Kelly-Bullion 
Planning Unit of the Nezpercc National For¬ 
est. Management on the various management 
units will be directed towards wildlife, back- 
county, recreational, mining, timber or for- 
rage values; 20,057 acres will be placed under 
intensive timber management. The roadless 
and scenic qualities of the Salmon River 
Breaks and the Wind River Area will be pro¬ 
tected under the plan. There will be adverse 
Impact to soil and wildlife habitat (110 
pages). (ELR Order No. 41067.) 

Final 

Timber Management Plan, Kootenai Na¬ 
tional Forest, Mont, and Idaho, June 28: 
The project proposes a timber management 
plant for the Kootenai National Forest. The 
plan is to provide an orderly and sustained 
guidance for developing the timber growing 
rapacity of the National Forest. Adverse im¬ 
pacts include construction of forest-wide 
roads, loss of wildlife habitat, erosion and 
slltation, and increased air pollution. Com¬ 
ments made by: DOI, EPA, USDA, HUD. 
agencies of Montana and Idaho, and con¬ 
cerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 41071.) 

Rogue River, Mount Hood, and Willamette 
National Forests, Oregon and California. 
June 24: The statement refers to a program 
of herbicide use within the three National 
Forests, for the purposes of reforestation, 
forest plantation management, and the main¬ 
tenance of rlghts-of-way, among others. The 
chemical agents to be used are Amltrole, 
Dicamba, 2,4-D, 2,4,5-T, Sllvex, and Plcloram. 
Counties to be affected are Multnomah. Hood, 
Wasco, Clackamas, Marlon, Linn, Lane, Doug¬ 
las, Jackson, Klamath, and Josephine in Ore¬ 
gon, and Siskiyou In California. Non-target 
species will be affected (two volumes). Com¬ 
ments made by: USDA, DOC, HEW, DOI, 
EPA. State and local agencies, and concerned 
citizens. (ELR Order No. 41030.) 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Final 

Tlllatoba Creek Watershed, Yalobusha, Tal¬ 
lahatchie, and Grenada Counties, Miss. June 
24: The statement refers to a proposed flood 
prevention project for the 69,936 acre water¬ 
shed. Project measures will include the use of 
land treatment and the construction of 
twelve dams. Construction of the project will 
result In the permanent inundation of 135 
acres; 168 acres of open land and 373 acres of 
forest will be temporarily inundated (87 
pages). Comments made by: COE, HEW, DOI, 
LOT, EPA, FPC, and State agencies. (ELR 
Order No. 41043.) 


FOREST SERVICE 

Draft 

Williams Creek, Cougar Bluffs. Umpqua 
National Forest, Douglas County. Oreg., 
June 24: Proposed is the management di¬ 
rection for two roadless areas (totalling 
14.020 acres) within the Umpqua National 
Forest. Included would be full utilization 
of fish spawning grounds and the eventual 
construction of fifty miles of roadway to 
develop 10,640 acres for timber harvest. The 
balance of the areas would be reached with 
roads or other transportation modes. There 
will be social and economic impacts, impact 
on water, soil, fish and wildlife habitats, 
scenic views, and outdoor recreation 
(through Increased access) (43 pages). 
(ELR Order No. 41038). 

Final 

Forest Reestablishment. National Forests, 
California, several counties, June 24: The 
statement refers to a proposed program under 
which coniferous forest stands would be 
reestablished on lands presently occupied by 
brush, and on lands on which timber has 
been harvested or lost to wildfire. The pur¬ 
poses of the program are: to maintain a 
sustained yield of wood and other products; 
to Increase wood production: and to reduce 
difficulty In suppressing wildfires. Herbicides 
may be used to control competition to the 
young conifers, and non-target species may 
be affected; scenic qualities may be enhanced 
in some cases and degraded in others (231 
pages). Comments made by: USDA, COE. 
EPA, HEW, HUD, DOI, state and local agen¬ 
cies, and concerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 
41037.) 

Atomic Energy Commission 

Contact: For Non-Regulatory Matters: Mr. 
W. Herbert Pennington. Office of Assistant 
General Manager, E-201, AEC, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. 301-973-4241. For Regulatory 
Matters: Mr. A. Giambusso. Deputy Director 
for Reactor Projects, Directorate of Licensing, 
Washington, DC. 20545, P-722. AEC. 301- 
973-7373. 

Draft 

Allens Creek Generating Station, Austin 
County, Tex.. June 27: Proposed Is the is¬ 
suance of construction permits to the Hous¬ 
ton Lighting and Power Co. for the Station. 
Two identical boiling water reactors of 3679 
MWt each will be employed; a steam turbine 
generator will convert this heat to 1146 Mwe 
(net). Cooling will be accomplished through 
the use of a closed cycle system with a newly 
constructed lake drawing water from the 
Brazos River. Construction related activities 
will disturb 9000 acres of pasture and crop¬ 
land; 8250 acres will be inundated. Eighty- 
one miles of transmission line will require 
2200 acres of right-of-way. (ELR Order No. 
41057.) 

Final ^ 

Idaho Chemical Processing Plant, Butte 
County, Idaho, June 27: The statement refers 
to proposed legislative authorization and 
appropriation of funds for the construction 
and operation of an addition to the Idaho 
Chemical Processing Plant. The new facility 
will provide the capability for reprocessing 
fuel from High Temperature Gas Reactors 
(HTGR). Wastes from the addition will be 
disposed of by utilizing existing procedures 
and facilities. Comments made by: AEC, 
EPA. DOC, DOI. HEW, USDA. and state agen¬ 
cies. (ELR Order No. 41062.) 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Draft 

Capacity Reductions Agreement Case, 
June 27: The statement refers to an ad¬ 
ministrative agreement under which non¬ 


stop capacity (number of aircraft seats) to 
be offered In four transcontinental markets 
would be limited, and a share of that capacity 
would be allocated to each of three compet¬ 
ing carriers. The markets are: New York/ 
Newark-Los Angeles; New York/Newark-San 
Francisco Baltimore/Washington-Los Ange¬ 
les; and Chicago-San Francisco. The carriers 
are: American, TWA, and United. Environ¬ 
mental impacts related to the action would 
include changes in air pollution, noise ex¬ 
posure, fuel consumption, and aircraft 
ground congestion (46 pages). (ELR Order 
No. 41046.) 

Department of Defense 
air FORCE 

Contact: Dr. Billy Welch. Room 4D873, 
The Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20330. (202) 
OX 7-9297. 

Draft 

Continental Operations Range (COR), Ne¬ 
vada and Utah, June 27: Proposed is the im¬ 
plementation of a Continental Operations 
Range (COR) in the Great Basin region, 
through the coordination and integration of 
the uses of three existing test ranges: Nellis 
bombing and gunnery (USAF) near Las Ve¬ 
gas; the Hill (USAF) /Wendover (USAF)/ 
Dugway (Army) complex near Salt Lake City; 
and the Fallon test range (USN) near Reno. 
COR will accommodate the existing levels 
of activity on the three ranges: moderate in¬ 
creases in the use of airspace in the COR 
region will result. Some airspace use in the 
region will be restructured. (ELR Order No. 
41063.) 

Department of Defense 
navy 

Contact: Mr. Joseph A. Grimes. Jr.. Special 
Civilian Assistant to the Secretary of the 
Navy. Washington, D.C. 20350. 202-697-0892. 

Draft 

Navy Family Housing. Fort Sheridan, Lake 
County, Ill., June 25: Proposed is the con¬ 
struction of 140 units of family bousing on 
two non-contiguous sites of 4.3 and 16.9 
acres at Ft. Sheridan (This action is part of 
a larger program to construct 350 units of 
housing; an environmental assessment has 
been prepared for the additional 210 units, 
in order to determine the need for a second 
statement.) The project would be construct¬ 
ed by the ‘'Turnkey’* method. Possible impact 
would include a temporary shortage of class¬ 
rooms at the elementary school level; and the 
conversion of “unproductive” land to the 
proposed use (66 pages). (ELR Order No. 
41047.) 

army corps 

Contact: Mr. Francis X. Kelly, Director. 
Office of Public Affairs, Attn: DAEN-PAP. 
Office of the Chief of Engineers, U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, 1000 Independence 
Avenue 8.W., Washington. D.C. 20314, 202- 
693-7168. 

Draft 

Tombigbee River and tributaries, Alabama 
and Mississippi, June 24: The statement re¬ 
fers to the proposed flood control project on 
Luxapalia Creek. Involved in the project Is 
channel excavation and the clearing of the 
banks along a total of 19.9 miles of the 
creek beginning at the mouth. Adverse im¬ 
pacts include the loss of 1,258 acres of stream 
bank habitat for wildlife, loss of 19.9 miles 
of natural aquatic habitat, loss of recrea¬ 
tional resource, probable loss of walleye pop¬ 
ulation in Luxapalia Creek, and a slight re¬ 
duction in water quality (Mobile District) 
(110 pages). (ELR Order No. 41039.) 

ITT Palm Coast, Flagler County, Fla. June 
24: The project consists of the removal of 9 
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earthen plugs which separate canals from 
access to the Florida Intracoastal Waterway, 
and the Installation of bulkheading at these 
9 sites. The statement also includes an eval¬ 
uation of two other canal systems which are 
already connected to the Waterway. Adverse 
Impacts include temporary turbidity in the 
canal system, and Increased noise levels dur¬ 
ing construction (Jacksonville District) (238 
pages). (ELR Order No. 41031.) 

Panacea Harbor. Maintenance Dredging. 
Florida. June 24: The statement refers to 
the maintenance of existing channel dimen¬ 
sions from the harbor at Panacea through 
Dickerson Bay to the 8-ft. contour in Apa¬ 
lachee Bay. a total length of 3.7 miles. 
Dredged materials will be discharged into 
diked upland areas. Adverse Impacts Include 
the destruction of benthic organisms, dam¬ 
age to terrestrial vegetation and salt 
marshes at the spoil sites, and temporarily 
increased turbidity (Mobile District) (22 
pages). (ELR Order No. 41035.) 

Big Sioux River. Flood and Erosion Project. 
Iowa and South Dakota. June 24: The 
project consists of 3.7 miles of channel en¬ 
largement. levees, and bank stabilization on 
the Big Sioux River in the vicinity of Sioux 
City. Iowa. Adverse impacts are the alteration 
of 30 acres of riverine habitat, and the dis¬ 
ruption of fish populations (Omaha District). 
(ELR Order No. 41032.) 

East Pearl River, Maintenance Dredging 
(2), Louisiana and Mississippi, June 24: The 
proposed action is to maintain the existing 
navigation channel at the mouth of the East 
Pearl River, which consists of a channel 9 
feet wide and about 1.3 miles, connecting the 
9 ft. contour in Lake Borgne with the East 
Pearl River. Dredge spoil will be disposed of 
in an open-water site adjacent to the chan¬ 
nel. Adverse impacts are temporary turbidity 
near the dredge and disposal areas, tem¬ 
porary elimination of fish habitat, and in¬ 
creased air and noise pollution due to con¬ 
struction (Mobile District) (32 pages). (ELR 
Order No. 41034). 

Willamette River Basin, Riverbanks and 
Channels, Oregon, June 24: The statement 
discusses a two-part plan dealing with ac¬ 
tions affecting riverbanks and channels in 
the Willamette River Basin. The first part 
deals with bank protection along Willam¬ 
ette River and the lower reaches of its major 
tributaries. The second part of the project 
Involves the continued operation and main¬ 
tenance of Willamette Falls Locks without 
major authorized improvements. The project 
will cause the destruction of some fish and 
wildlife habitat along riverbanks. (Portland 
District). (ELR Order No. 41036.) 

Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers. 
Oreg., June 24: The project involves the 
dredging of a 40 foot deep turning basin at 
Astoria, Oregon, which would be quadrilat¬ 
eral in shape. 6,000 ft. long on the side 
adjacent to the existing 40 foot navigation 
channel. Adverse impacts include temporary 
turbidity and loss of some benthic organisms. 
(Portland District). (ELR Order No. 41044.) 

Ponce Harbor Maintenance Dredging, 
Puerto Rico, June 24: The project involves 
the maintenance of navigation channels at 
authorized depths by the removal of shoaled 
materials. Approximately 300,000 cu. yds. of 
material will be removed and placed in an 
offshore disposal area. Adverse impact will 
include temporary siltation and destruction 
of some marine biota (48 pages) (Jackson¬ 
ville District). (ELR Order No. 41033.) 

Final 

Graham Burke Pumping Plant, June 26: 
The statement refers to the continued opera¬ 
tion and maintenance of the Graham Burke 
Pumping Plant. The plant consists of three 
2,000 hp Diesel engines which drive pumps on 
a capacity of 500 cfs with a 25-ft. static head. 


There will be increased air. noise and water 
pollution due to construction. Comments 
made by: DOI. EPA, HEW. USDA, and state 
agencies. (ELR Order No. 41052.) 

Local Protection Project, Bettendorf, Scott 
County, Iowa, June 26: The statement refers 
to a local flood protection project for the City 
of Bettendorf. Project measures will include 
3 miles of earthen levee and 400 feet of con¬ 
crete *T" wall. Adverse impact will include 
the loss of 20 acres of farm land, 10 acres 
of bottomland vegetation, 5.8 acres of river- 
bottom aquatic habitat, the disruption of the 
river view for 12 residences, and increased 
river turbidity during construction (Rock 
Island District). Comments made by: EPA, 
DOI, DOT. USDA, local agencies, and con¬ 
cerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 41050.) 

Flood Protection, Pottstown (2), Pa., 
June 28: The statement, a revised draft, 
refers to a flood control project which in¬ 
volves two miles of channel work on the 
Schuylkill River, and the remoyal of a con¬ 
striction In Mans tawny Creek. River bottom 
ecology will be disrupted by channel modifi¬ 
cation (Philadelphia District) (17 pages). 
Comments made by: HUD, USDA. DOT, EPA, 
and state and local agencies. (ELR Order No. 
41068.) 

Beach Erosion, Hampton, Va., June 28: 
Proposed is the construction of a stone re¬ 
vetment to protect 1,500 feet of eroding 
shoreline belonging to Hampton Institute. 
Some intertidal mud habitat will be lost due 
to the project (Norfolk District) (43 pages). 
Comments made by: EPA, USCG. USDA, DOC, 
and DOI. (ELR Order No. 41070.) 

Beech Fork Lake. Wayne and Cabell Coun¬ 
ties. W. Va., June 26: The proposed project 
is a dam and 720 surface acre, multiple pur¬ 
pose (flood control, recreation, fish and wild¬ 
life conservation, and development) lake. 
Adverse impact of the project will Include 
the disruption to displaced persons, and the 
loss of rural farm and pasture lands (Hunt¬ 
ington District) (109 pages). (ELR Order No. 
41048.) 

Federal Power Commission 

Contact: Dr. Richard F. Hill, Acting Ad¬ 
visor on Environmental Quality. 441 G Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20426, 202-386-6084. 
Final 

Dallas Center Underground Storage Field, 
Dallas County, Iowa, June 27: The statement 
refers to the proposed granting of a certifi¬ 
cate of public convenience and necessity to 
the Northern Natural Gas Company for the 
construction and operation of underground 
natural gas storage facilities at the Dallas 
Center Underground Storage Field. Project 
measures would include the drilling of in¬ 
jection-withdrawal wells and observation 
wells; the installation of pipeline; and the 
installation of a compression plant and re¬ 
lated facilities. Environmental impact would 
occur with respect to man. soil, vegetation, 
wildlife, water quality, and noise levels (326 
pages). Comments made hy: HEW, AEC, 
USCG, EPA, DOI, USDA, and state agencies. 
(ELR Order No. 41059.) 

General Services Administration 

Contact: Mr. Andrew E. Kauders, Executive 
Director of Environmental Affairs, General 
Services Administration, 18th and F Streets 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20425, 202-343-4161. 

Draft 

Oxnard AFB. Camarillo, Ventura County, 
Calif.. June 28: Proposed is the disposal of 
Oxnard Air Force Base by GSA. Included 
would be: the conveyance of 633 acres and 
45 buildings to Ventura Co. for commercial 
airport use; the assignment of 16 acres and 
15 buildings to HEW for conveyance to Re¬ 
gional Occupational Program School; assign¬ 
ment of 9 acres and 8 buildings to HEW for 


conveyance to Oxnard High School; assign¬ 
ment of 40 acres. I building to HEW for 
conveyance to Ventura Co. Commun. College; 
assignment of 36 acres and 18 buildings to 
BOR, DOI. for conveyance to local recrea¬ 
tional entities; sale of the chapel to a reli¬ 
gious organization; and conveyance of 1 
building to Justice Dept. There will be local 
impact from airport operations. (ELR Order 
No. 41066.) 

Department of HUD 

Contact: Mr. Richard H. Broun. Acting 
Director, Office of Community and Environ¬ 
mental Standards, Room 7206, 451 7th Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-755-5980. 

Draft 

Heritage Plaza East, Salem. Mass., June 28: 
Proposed is an urban renewal area for a 
forty block area of the City of Salem. Project 
measures include the replacement or reha¬ 
bilitation of a number of commercial and 
residential structures, including some of 
historical significance. (ELR Order No. 
41072.) 

Final 

Rush-Hubbard Apartments, Chicago, Cook 
County, HI., June 27: Proposed Is the grant¬ 
ing of mortgage Insurance under Section 207 
of the National Housing Act for one 55 story, 
612 unit luxury apartment building in Chi¬ 
cago. The site contains 50,329 sq. ft., of which 
22,000 sq. ft. will be contained in a four- 
level garage. The proposal is unable to meet 
recommended HUD Minimum Property 
Standards with respect to recreational open 
space; an administrative determination of 
adequacy has however been made (60 pages). 
Comments made by; USDA. DOT. HEW, DOI, 
EPA, and state and local agencies. (ELR 
Order No. 41061.) 

Department of Interior 

Contact: Mr. Bruce Blanchard. Director. 
Environmental Project Review, Room 7260. 
Department of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20240, 202-343-3891. 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Final 

Phosphate Leasing, Osceola National For¬ 
est, Fla., June 28: The statement refers to 
the proposed issuances of 41 preference right 
leases for 52,000 acres of land In the Osceola 
National Forest. Issuance of the leases 
would result In the surface mining of 30,000 
acres of the Forest. The mining would result 
in the permanent removal of 120,120,000,000 
tons of phosphate rock over a period of 30 
years. Wildlife habitat, including that for 
six endangered species, would be perma¬ 
nently or temporarily removed. Assuming 
off-forest processing, slime ponds will cover 
between 10,000 and 14,000 acres of private 
land. Approximately 9,000 acres of Forest 
will be Inundated as lakes and ponds. Com¬ 
ments made by: EPA, USDA, DOI. state 
agencies, and concerned citizens. (ELR Or¬ 
der No. 41065.) 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

Draft 

Nueces River Project, Live Oak and Mc¬ 
Mullen Counties, Tex., June 25: Proposed 
is the construction of an earthfill dam and 
reservoir on the Choke Canyon site of the 
Frio River. The project is Intended to provide 
municipal and industrial water supply for 
the Corpus Christl Coastal Bend area. Im¬ 
prove downstream freshwater sport fishing, 
and provide reservoir-based recreation and 
fishing. Adverse impact would Include the 
taking of 33,860 acres, 30 residences, and re¬ 
lated utilities; the inundation of 26.000 acres 
of wildlife habitat and 34 miles of fish 
habitat; and the salvage or loss of arcbeo- 
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logical resources. The effects of the project’s 
water Inflow to Corpus Christ 1 Bay would be 
to increase salinity, modify the Bay’s pro¬ 
ductive capacity, and reduce estuarine fish¬ 
ing. (BLR Order No. 41045.) 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Draft 

Lower St. Croix River National Scenic 
Riverway, Minn, and Wis., June 27: Proposed 
is the Implementation of a master plan for 
the acquisition, preservation, and use of the 
Lower St. Croix National Scenic Riverway. 
The plan aims at the preservation of 13,600 
acres of the St. Croix Valley between Taylors 
Falls, Minnesota, and Prescott. Wisconsin, 
property assessed at a value of $270,443 would 
be removed from the local tax rolls (two vol¬ 
umes). (ELR Order No. 41058.) 

Department of Transportation 

Contact: Mr. Martin Convisser, Director, 
Office of Environmental Quality. 400 7th 
Street SW.. Washington, D.C. 20590, 202- 
420-4357 

federal aviation administration 

Final 

Eppley Airfield, Omaha, Douglas County. 
Nebr., June 28: Proposed is the relocation of 
approximately 22,100 lineal feet of the Mis¬ 
souri River Levee and construction of a fire/ 
rescue training facility. Construction of the 
levee will allow approximately 610 acres to 
be reclaimed for future airport expansion 
and development. Adverse impacts include 
temporary construction dust and noise. Com¬ 
ments made by: COE, AHP, USDA, OSA, 
DOI, EPA, and state agencies. (ELR Order 
No. 41073.) 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Piilani Highway, Maui, Maul County, 
Hawaii, June 24: The project Involves the 
construction of the Piilani Highway which 
will be located in the Kilei-Makena area on 
the Island of Maul, Maui County. The 12.6 
mile long highway will have two lanes. The 
project will cause the displacement of one 
residential dwelling. (ELR Order No. 41042.) 

Sunset Highway, Austin Section, Washing¬ 
ton County, Oreg., June 26: The project in¬ 
volves the improving of traffic safety and 
flow along a 1 mile section of Sunset High¬ 
way between SW 86th Avenue and the Tuala¬ 
tin Valley Highway overcrossing. Three al¬ 
ternatives are being considered to accom¬ 
plish this objective. Adverse impacts are the 
removal of 7 acres of woodland potential 
contamination of surface water, and the 
displacement of 3 families (36 pages). (ELR 
Order No. 41051.) 

Paris Landing State Park Airport, Henry 
County, Tenn., June 28: The statement re¬ 
fers to the construction of an airport at 
Paris Landing State Park, Henry County. 
Construction consists of a runway and air¬ 
craft parking apron. There will be increased 
air and noise pollution. (ELR Order No. 
41069.) 

Loop 363, Bell County. Tex.. June 26: The 
statement refers to the construction of Loop 
363 from 1-35 In Temple to S.H. 36 for a dis¬ 
tance of 2.3 miles in the City of Temple, Bell 
County. The facility will be a 4-lane divided 
non-controlled access highway. Adverse im¬ 
pacts are temporary air pollution during 
construction, and minor disturbances to 
wildlife. (30 pages). (ELR Order No. 41054.) 

Madison Street Underpass, Eau Claire, Eau 
Claire County, Wis., June 27: The project 
involves construction of a railroad grade 
separation structure and associated street 
reconstruction in the City of Eau Claire. 
Adverse Impacts include the removal of 21 
buildings, acquisition of 2 to 3 acres of land. 


removal of 200 to 300 trees, displacement of 
19 families and 4 businesses, and temporarily 
increased noise levels due to construction. 
(56 pages). (ELR Order No. 41060.) 

Final 

Elkins *'H”, Elkins Bypass, Randolph 
County. W. Va.. June 28: The statement re¬ 
fers to the construction of Appalachian De¬ 
velopment Highway Corridor “H” In the vi¬ 
cinity of Elkins, Randolph County. Corridor 
“H" connects 1-79 near Weston to 1-81 in 
Virginia. Adverse Impacts are traffic disrup¬ 
tion during construction, displacement of 
businesses and families and Increased air 
and noise pollution. Comments made by: 
DOI. FPC, USDA. HUD. AEC, DOC. GSA. COE. 
EPA, state and local agencies, and concerned 
citizens. (ELR Order No. 41074.) 

1-16, Dillion South and Dilllon Connec¬ 
tor. Beaverhead County, Mont., June 26: The 
proposed project Is the construction of 6.6 
miles of 1-15 (Dilllon South-Dllllon South 
Connector). Two hundred and forty acres 
of agricultural land will be obtained for 
right-of-way. The project will traverse the 
Blacktail Creek causing increases in water 
pollution (61 pages). Comments made by: 
EPA. DOI, DOC, and state agencies. (ELR 
Order No. 41049.) 

US 30, Kearney-East, Buffalo County, Nebr., 
June 26: The project involves the improve¬ 
ment of approximately 3.2 miles of highway 
beginning west of the Junction of **N” Ave¬ 
nue and UJS. 30 and proceeding easterly on 
existing U.S. 30. Design features will include: 
four-lanes; improved drainage structures and 
intersections; street lighting; traffic signali- 
zatton; and construction of driveways. Ad¬ 
verse impacts are, unavoidable traffic delays 
during construction, relocation of one motel, 
and possible Increases in both noise and air 
pollution (41 pages). Comments made by: 
DOT, COE. EPA, HUD. USDA, DOI, and state 
agencies. (ELR Order No. 41053.) 

X7.S. COAST GUARD 

Draft 

Ports and Waterways Safety Act of 1972. 
June 28: Proposed is the addition of interim 
regulations to implement the Ports and 
Waterways Safety Act of 1972, dealing with 
construction standards for U.S. tank vessels 
engaged in the coastal trade. The proposed 
regulations are based on standards adopted 
by the International Conference for Preven¬ 
tion of Pollution from Ships, 1973. The dis¬ 
charge criteria and associated equipment and 
practices are expected to result in a substan¬ 
tial reduction of oil influx to the sea from 
U.S. tank vessels. Construction standards are 
expected to Improve damage resistance and 
limit oil outflow resulting from a casualty 
(65 pages). (ELR Order No. 41064.) 

Final 

International Bridge, Laredo, Webb County, 
Tex., June 24: The statement refers to the 
proposed approval of the location and plans 
for a fixed highway bridge to be constructed 
across the Rio Grande between Laredo and 
Nuevo Laredo. Tamau llpas, Mexico. The pro¬ 
posed span will supplement the existing La¬ 
redo International Bridge. The new bridge 
will strongly influence construction plans for 
causally related highway improvements in 
Laredo, and new border station facilities. Im¬ 
pact will Include the acquisition of 18 city 
blocks and the displacement of 26 businesses 
and 146 residents. The taking of historical 
sites will necessitate a 4(f) determination 
(247 pages). Comments made by: EPA, DOI, 
DOT, COE, USDA, and state and local agen¬ 
cies. (ELR Order No. 41040.) 

Gary L. Widman, 
General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.74-15750 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-l 80007 J 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Denial of Registration of Pesticide 

Containing DDT for Restricted Use 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act, as amended (86 Stat. 973), the 
State of California Department of Agri¬ 
culture applied to the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) for registra¬ 
tion of a pesticide containing DDT for 
restricted use to treat egg masses and 
larvae and gypsy moths encountered on 
vehicles and contents from infested areas 
of the Eastern United States. Receipt of 
this application was published in the 
Federal Register on November 28, 1973 
(38 FR 32836). 

The use of DDT for this purpose is not 
considered to be consistent with the Ad¬ 
ministrator's Order of June 14, 1973, 
published in the Federal Register of 
July 7, 1972 (37 FR 13369), which con¬ 
cluded that the use of DDT for quaran¬ 
tine uses rests with the Public Health 
Service, the U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, and the military. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) is the responsible Agency in the 
Gypsy Moth Quarantine Program. At 
this time they have not found it nec¬ 
essary to employ DDT in their official 
program. The USDA has an extensive 
program to control gypsy moth in trailer 
and camper parks in the infested areas 
of the limited states. Their certificate 
program is designed to notify each state 
of those vehicles which are likely to be 
gypsy moth egg mass carriers. This sys¬ 
tem involves notifying the home state 
of departure of a possible gypsy moth 
carrier from an infested area. It then 
becomes the responsibility of the home 
state to see that pesticides are applied 
at the appropriate time. 

The Plant Protection and Quarantine 
Programs of the Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA, currently is 
employing carbaryl to safeguard against 
the spread of the gypsy moth in their 
official programs. The use of this pes¬ 
ticide in their program appears to be 
thorough and adequate to safeguard un¬ 
infested states. Consequently, it is in¬ 
appropriate to grant authority under 
limited use registration to the State of 
California Department of Agriculture to 
use DDT for a purpose that the respon¬ 
sible Agency has not identified as es¬ 
sential to their programs. Therefore, this 
request has been denied and the appli¬ 
cant has been notified. 

Dated: July 3,1974. 

Charles L. Elkins, 

Acting Assistant Administrator for 
Water and Hazardous Materials . 

(FR Doc.74-15031 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 
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f OPP-32000/80 ] 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
31862) its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of section 3(c)(1) (D) 
of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act (FTFRA), as 
amended. This policy provides that EPA 
will, upon receipt of every application for 
registration, publish in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister a notice containing the information 
shown below. The labeling furnished by 
the applicant will be available for ex¬ 
amination at the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency, Room EB-37, East Tower, 
401 M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 
20460. 

On or before September 9, 1974, any 
person who (a) is or has been an ap¬ 
plicant, (b) believes that data he de¬ 
veloped and submitted to EPA on or after 
October 21, 1972, is being used to support 
an application described in this notice, 
(c) desires to assert a claim for compen¬ 
sation under section 3(c) (1) (D) for such 
use of his data, and (d) wishes to pre¬ 
serve his right to have the Administrator 
determine the amount of reasonable 
compensation to which he is entitled for 
such use of the data, must notify the 
Administrator and the applicant named 
in the notice in the Federal Register of 
his claim by certified mail. Notification 
to the Administrator should be addressed 
to the Information Coordination Sec¬ 
tion, Technical Services Division (WH- 
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 
Every such claimant must include, at a 
minimum, the information listed in the 
interim policy of November 19, 1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications sub¬ 
mitted under 2(c) of the interim policy 
cannot be made final until the 60 day 
period has expired. If no claims are re¬ 
ceived on or before September 9, 1974. 
the 2(c) application will be processed 
according to normal procedure. However, 
if claims are received on or before Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1974, the applicants against 
whom the claims are asserted will be 
advised of the alternatives available 
under the Act. No claims will be ac¬ 
cepted for possible EPA adjudication 
which are received after September 9, 
1974. 

Applications Received 

EPA File Symbol 8517-RR. American Ma¬ 
chinery Corp.. PO Box 3228, Orlando FI# 
32802. P AC RITE BENOMYL CITRUS FUN¬ 
GICIDE CONCENTRATE. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Methyl 1 - (Butyl carbamoyl) 2-Ben- 
ztmldazolecarbamate 1.8%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 20057-U. Anco Refining Co. 
Inc.. 681 Main St., Belleville NJ 07109. ALG- 
BAC-4. Active Ingredients: Disodlum cy- 


anodithlolmidocarbonate 3.63%; Ethylene- 
diamine 1.37%; Potassium N-methyldi- 
thiocarbamate 5.00%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 14775-RT. Asgrow Florida 
Co., PO Drawer D, Plant City FL 33566. 
ASGROW NEMA-KIL 70E SOIL FUMI¬ 
GANT. Active Ingredients: 1.2-Dibromo-3- 
Chloropropane 67.70%; Related Halogen- 
ated C, AUphatics 2.30%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 5887-RNU. Black Leaf Prod¬ 
ucts Co., PO Box 418, Elgin IL 60120. 
BLACK LEAF 5% DIAZINON DUST. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: O.O-diethyl O-(2-isopro- 
pyl-4 - methyl - 6 - pyrlmidinyl phosphoro- 
thioate 5%. Method of Support: AppUca- 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 26884-T. Bonco Manufac¬ 
turing Corp., PO Box 521, Jefferson GA 
30549. BMC ALGAECIDE NO. 30. Active In¬ 
gredients: Disodlum cy&nodithloimidocar- 
bonate 6.35%; Ethylenediamine 2.40%; 
Potassium N - methyldithiocarbamate 
8.75%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 26884-A. Bonco Manufactur¬ 
ing Corp., PO Box 521, Jefferson GA 30549. 
BMC ALGAECIDE NO. 20. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Disodlum cyanodithioimidocarbonate 
3.18%; Ethylenediamine 1.20%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 4.37%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 1448-47. Buckman Laboratories, 
Inc., 1256 N. McLean Blvd., Memphis TN 
38108. BUSAN 52. Active Ingredients: Po¬ 
tassium N-hydraxymeth yi -N-methyldithio¬ 
carbamate 32%; Sodium 2-mercaptobenzo- 
thiazole 8%. Method of Support^Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1043-AR. Vestal Labora¬ 
tories. Dlv. of Chemed Corp., 4964 Man¬ 
chester Ave., St. Louis MO 63110. I.R.A. 
DISINFECTANT. Active Ingredients: N-n- 
alkyl (C8-C14) ethoxvethanol amine 
0.156%; n-alkyl (C14 60%, C16 30%, C12 
5%, C18 5%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium 
chloride 0.063%; n-alkyl (C12 68%, C14 
32%) dime thy lethvlbenzyl ammonium 

chloride 0.063%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(a) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 7616-1. Chem Lab Products, 
Inc., 2850 E. Coronado. Anaheim CA 92806. 
AQUAGUARD. Active Ingredients: sodium 
dlchloro-s-trlazinetrione 97%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 100-501. CIBA-GEIGY Corp., 
Agricultural Dlv„ Greensboro NC 27409. 
SUPRACIDE 2E. Active Ingredients: O.O- 
dimethyl phosphorodithioate, S-ester with 
4 - (mercaptomethyi)-2-methoxy-A 3 -1.3,4- 
thladiazolin-5-one 24.4%; Aromatic petro¬ 
leum derivative solvent 6.8%; Xylene 
60.9%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 1913-2. The Dracket Co.. 5020 
Spring Grove Ave., Cincinnati OH 45232. 
CRYSTAL VANISH TOILET BOWL CLEAN¬ 
ER DISINFECTS REMOVES STAINS. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Sodium Acid Sulfate 
62.00%; Monopotassium Peroxymonosulfate 
0.15%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 10163-AI. The Dune Co., 
PO Box 458, 340 E. Mam St., Calipatrla CA 
92233. PROKIL DIAZINON 4EC. Active In¬ 
gredients: 0,0 - dlethvi - (2 - isopropyl - 6- 
methyl - 4 - pyromldlnyl)phosphorothioato 
48.00%; Xylene 38.96%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 


EPA File Symbol 11529-A. Farris Chemical 
Co., Inc., PO Box 10126, Knoxville TN 
37919. BAF-N—50. Active Ingredients: Di¬ 
sodlum cyanodithioimidocarbonate 6.35%; 
Ethylenediamine 2.40%; Potassium N- 
methyldlthtocarbamate 8.75%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11529-L. Farris Chemical 
Co.. Inc. BAF-N-40. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Disodlum cyanodithioimidocarbonate 
4.23%; Ethylenediamine 1.60%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 5.83%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 11529-U. Farris Chemical 
Co., Inc. BAF-N—30. Active Ingredients: 
Disodium cyanodithioimidocarbonate 

3.18%; Ethylenediamine 1.20%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 4.37%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim poUcy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 11601-E. FUters Interna¬ 
tional. Inc., 124 N. Buesching Rd„ Lake 
Zurich IL 60047. TAKE CHARGE. Active 
Ingredients: l,3-Dlbromo-5,5-Diniethyl- 

hydantoin (Dibromantin) 91.1%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11601-0. Filters Interna¬ 
tional. Inc.. 124 N. Buesching Rd., Lake 
Zurich IL 60047. TAKE CHARGE. Active 
Ingredients: l,3-Dlbromo-5,5-Dlmethyl- 

hydantoin (Dibromantin) 91.1%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 1457-LI. Fine Organics Tnc., 
205 Maine St., Lodi NJ 07644. GERM-I-TOL 
50%. Active Ingredients: Alkyl (C12 65%, 
Cl4 25%, C16 10%) dimethyl benzyl am¬ 
monium chloride 50%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 257-EOE. Fuid-Stalfort. 
Inc., 1354 Old Post Rd., Havre de Grace 
MD 21078. LIMINATE-R RESIDUAL IN¬ 
SECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: PyrethrIns 
0.050%; Piperonyl butoxide. technical 
0.100%; N-Octyl blcyloheptene dicarbox- 
lmide 0.166%; 2-(1-methylethoxy) phenol 
methylcarbonate 0.500%; Petroleum distil¬ 
late 62.700%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9998-E. Gardiner Corp.. 311 
Whelis St.. PO Box 35, West Monroe LA 
71291. TRI-CHEM CLEANER-DEODOR- 
IZES-DISINFECTS CONCENTRATE. Active 
Ingredients: alkyl dimethyl benzyl am¬ 
monium chloride 2.50%; ethanol 0.50%: 
ethylenediaminete trace tie acid, tetraso- 
dium salt 1.00%; sodium trlpolyphasphate 
4.00%; isooctyl phenoxy poly ethoxy ethanol 
4.00%; Isopropyl alcohol 2.00%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 16358-U. General Mainte¬ 
nance Corp., PO Box 52, Matthews NC 
28105. ALGAETROL N-122. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Disodium cyanodithioimidocarbonate 
4.23%; Ethylenediamine 1.60%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 5.83%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol I5144-G. Gotham Chemical 
Co.. 27 Traverse Ave., Port Chester NY 
10573. AQUACIDE-80. Active Ingredients: 
Disodlum cyanodithioimidocarbonate 

3.18%; Ethylenediamine 1.20%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 4 37%. Method 
of Support: AppUcation proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 31964-U. Gessco Sales Div.. 
Gulf Engineering Co., Inc„ 4700 Tchoupi- 
toulas St.. New Orleans LA 70115. GESSCO - 
CIDE 1. Active Ingredients: Disodium 
cyanodithioimidocarbonate 3.18%; Ethyl- 
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enediamine 1.20%; Potassium N-methyl- 
dithiocarbamate 4.37%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 319G4-L. Gessco Sales Div., 
Gulf Engineering Co., Inc.. 4700 Tchoupi- 
toulas St., New Orleans LA 70116. GESSCO - 
CIDE 2. Active Ingredients: Disodlum cy- 
anodithioimidocarbonate 6.36%; Ethylene- 
diamine 2.40%; . Potassium N-methyldi- 
thiocarbamate 8.75%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 407-GTI. Imperial Inc., PO 
Box 423. Shenandoah IA 51601. IMPERIAL 
RABON LIVESTOCK. POULTRY & PREM¬ 
ISE SPRAY 50% WETTABLE POWDER 
INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: 2- 
chloTo-l-(2,4,5-trichlorophenyl) vinyl di¬ 
methyl phosphate 60.0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 407-GTT. Imperial Inc., PO 
Box 423, Shenandoah IA 51601. IMPERIAL 
GRAIN PRESERVER 1. Active Ingredients: 
Propionic Acid 100%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 17866-U. Industrial Mainte¬ 
nance Corp.. 3520 Tryclan Dr.. Charlotte 
NC 28210. BA-108. Active Ingredients: 
Disodium cyanodithioimidocarbonate 

3.18%; Ethylenediamlne 1.20%; Potassium 
N-methyldlthlocarbamate 4.37 %. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 17866-G. Industrial Mainte¬ 
nance Corp., 3520 Tryclan Dr.. Charlotte 
NC 28210. BA-107. Active Ingredients: 
Disodium cyanodithioimidocarbonate 

4.23%; Ethylenediamlne 1.60%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 6.83 %. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File 8ymbol 32461-E. Jamestown Chem¬ 
ical Co., Inc., PO Box 68, Trumbull CT 
06611. B-104. Active Ingredients: Diso¬ 
dium cyanodithioimidocarbonate 3.18%; 
Ethylenediamlne 1.20%; Potassium N- 
methyldlthiocarbamate 4.37%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 30943-RL. Lea Chemicals, 
Inc., PO Box 868. Marianna FL 32446. 
APEX DISINFECTANT DEODORIZER 
AIR FRESHENER. Active Ingredients: n- 
Alkyl (50% C14. 40% C12. 10% C16) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chloride 0.1%; 
Triethylene glycol 6.0%; Ethanol 63.3%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5967-RUA. Moyer Chemi¬ 
cal Co., PO Box 945. San Jose CA 95108. 
MOYER SULFURIC ACID COMMERCIAL 
CONCENTRATED 66= Be(Sp. gr. 1.835). Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Sulfuric acid (HSO,) 
93.2%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 20375-U. Nutmeg Chemi¬ 
cal Co., 125 Market St.. New Haven CT 
06513. NUTMEG NC-58. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Disodlum cyanodithioimidocarbon¬ 
ate 3.18%; Ethylenediamlne 1.20%; Po¬ 
tassium N-methyldlthlocarbamate 4.37%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 20375-G. Nutmeg Co. NUT¬ 
MEG NC-57. Active Ingredients: Disodium 
cyanodithioimidocarbonate 4.23%; Ethyl- 
enediamine 1.60%; Potassium N-methyl- 
dithiocarbamate 5.83%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 20375-L. Nutmeg Chemical 
Co. NUTMEG NC-55. Active Ingredients: 
Polyjoxyethylene (dimethyliminlo) ethyl¬ 


ene (dimethyliminio) ethylene dichloridel 
5.0%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 4389-AT. Pacific Chemical, 
Div. Pace National Corp., 500 7th Ave.. S., 
Kirkland WA 98033. PACE N-136B CUT¬ 
TING FLUID DEODORIZER. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Hexahydro - 1,3,5-tris (2-hydroxy- 
ethyl)-s-triazlne 11.8%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 2217-AEL. PBI-Grodon 
Corp.. 300 S. 3rd St., Kansas City KS 66118. 
VINEX MANUFACTURING CONCEN¬ 
TRATE. Active Ingredients: Dimethyl- 
amine Salt of 2 , 4 -Dichlorophenoxyacetlc 
acid 27.59%; Dlmethyiamine Salt of 2-<2- 
methyl-4-chlorophenoxy) propionic acid 
13.86%; Dlmethyiamine Salt of Dicamba 
(3,6-dichloro-o-anisic acid) 2.76%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 11656-RO. Western Farm 
Service, Inc., % Shell Chemical Co.. Suite 
200, 1025 Conn. Ave. NW., Washington DC 
20036. CO AST-O-FUME W-85. Active In¬ 
gredients: Ethylene Dibromide 83% . Meth¬ 
od of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of hiterlm policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3640-TT. Stearns Chemical 
Corp., 4200 Sycamore Ave.. Madison WI 
53704. STEARNS ROOT OUT. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Copper Sulfate 99 c ; . Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3640-TO. Stearns Chemical 
Corp. MARK 11 CLEANER DISINFECT¬ 
ANT DEODORIZER FUNGICIDE. Active 
Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60% C14, 30% C16, 
5% C12, 5% C18) dimethyl benzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 2.25%; n-Alkyl (68% C12, 
32% C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 2.25%; Sodium Carbonate 
3.00%; Tetrasodium ethylenediamlne tet¬ 
raacetate 1.00%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3640-TI. Stearns Chemical 
Corp., MARK 13 DISINFECTANT SANI¬ 
TIZER DEODORIZER. Active Ingredients: 
n-Alkyl (60% C14, 30% C16, 5% C12, 5% 
C18) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride 
10.0%; n-Alkyl (68% C12, 32% C14) di¬ 
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chloride 
10.0%; Ethyl Alcohol 5.0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 13344-E. Target Stores. Inc., 
777 Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis MN 65402. 
CRABGRASS PREVENTER PLUS. Active 
Ingredients: Dimethyl tetrachlorotereph- 
thalate 2.25%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(o) of interim pol¬ 
icy. 

EPA Reg. No. 15136-2. Wave Energy Systems 
Inc., 600 Madison Ave., Newtown PA 10022. 
SONACIDE CONCENTRATE STERILIZ¬ 
ING AND DISINFECTING SOLUTION. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Glutaraldehyde (1,5 Pen- 
tanedial) 20.5%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(a) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 682-11. Woods Industries. 
Inc., dba Crop King Chemical. Box 1016, 
Yakima WA 98907. CROP KING SOLVENT 
1. Active Ingredients: Aromatic Solvents 
75.0%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

Republished Items 
The following item represents a change 
in the list of Applications Received pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of April 
16, 1974 <39 FR 13709). 


EPA File Symbol 201-GAI. Shell Chemtcal Co., 
Agricultural Div., 1700 K St. NW., Wash¬ 
ington DC 20006. 5% VAPONA INSECTI¬ 
CIDE RESIN RIBBON (AC-6721). Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy rather than 2(b) 
as published. 

The following item represents a change 
in the list of Applications Received pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of April 
24. 1974 (39 FR 14537). 

EPA File Symbol 70-ROL. Rigo Co.. 1200 Ft. 
Wayne Bank Bldg., Ft. Wayne, IA 56802. 
KILL-KO RAVAP AN EMULSIFIABLE IN¬ 
SECTICIDE FOR RESIDUAL FLY CON¬ 
TROL AND LARVTCIDE. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy rather than 2(b) as pub¬ 
lished. 

The following item represents a change 
in the list of Applications Received pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of May 13, 
1974 (39 FR 17123). 

EPA File Symbol 3125-GNN. Chemagro Div. of 
Baychem Corp., Box 4913, Kansas City MO 
64120. DASANIT % DI-SYSTON 4-2 SPRAY 
CONCENTRATE INSECTICIDE-NEM ATI- 
CIDE. Originally published as EPA File 
Symbol 3125-GOO. 

The following item represents a change 
in the list of Applications Received pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of May 
31. 1974 (39 FR 19267). 

EPA Reg. No. 464-343. The Dow Chemical 
Co., 2030 Abbott Rd. Center, Midland MI 
48640. DOW DURSBAN 2E INSECTICIDE. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy rather than 
2(c) as pubUshed. 

The following item represents a cor¬ 
rection and/or change in the list of Ap¬ 
plications Received previously published 
in the Federal Register of June 25, 1974 
(39 FR 22979). 

EPA File Symbol 11598-EI. Connecticut Aero¬ 
sols Inc., 85 Furniture Row. Milford, Con¬ 
necticut 06460. KING ANT & ROACH 
SPRAY. Active Ingredients: [O.O-diethyl 
O- (3,5,6-trichloro-2 pyridyl) phosphoro- 
thloatej 0.500%. 

Correction: Originally published as (O.O- 
dlethyl O diethyl 0-(3.5,6-trlchloro-2 pyr¬ 
idyl) phosphorothioate 1 0.500%, 

Dated: June 28, 1974. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 

Director , 

Registration Division. 

|FR Doc.74-15637 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


| OPP-32000/781 

NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS 
FOR PESTICIDE REGISTRATION; DATA 
TO BE CONSIDERED IN SUPPORT OF 
APPLICATIONS 

Correction 

In FR Doc.74-15536, appearing at page 
24949. in the issue for Monday, July 8, 
1974, in the first entry, under the center 
heading “Applications Received’', the 
reference to “File Symbol 32069-E” 
should read “File Symbol 32969-E”. 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

GULF ASSOCIATED FREIGHT 
CONFERENCES 

Notice of Agreement Hied 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., San Juan, 
Puerto Rico and San Francisco, Cali¬ 
fornia. Comments on such agreements, 
including requests for hearing, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, on or before July 22, 1974. Any 
person desiring a hearing on the pro¬ 
posed agreement shall provide a clear and 
concise statement of the matters upon 
which they desire to adduce evidence. An 
allegation of discrimination or unfair¬ 
ness shall be accompanied by a state¬ 
ment describing the discrimination or un¬ 
fairness with particularity. If a viola¬ 
tion of the Act or detriment to the com¬ 
merce of the United States is alleged, the 
statement shall set forth with particular¬ 
ity the acts and circumstances said to 
constitute such violation or detriment to 
commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Leon M. Paine, Jr., Secretary 
Gulf/Mediterranean Ports Conference 
Suite 927, Whitney Building 
New Orleans, La. 70130 

Agreement No. 134-38, among the 
members of the Gulf/Mediterranean 
Ports Conference, modifies the organic 
agreement to provide for associate mem¬ 
bership in the Conference. 

Dated: July 5,1974. 

By order of the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-15759 Piled 7-9-74; 8:45 am] 


UNITED STATES GULF/JAPAN COTTON 
POOL 

Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW„ 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 


York. N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before July 30, 1974. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness 'With particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or det¬ 
riment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

[Agreement No. 8682, as amended] 

Notice of agreement filed by; 

Elkan Turk, Jr., Esq. 

Burlingham Underwood & Lord 
25 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 

Agreement No. 8682-12, entered into 
by the Japanese Companies and the 
American Companies comprising the 
United States Gulf /Japan Cotton Pool 
(Agreement No. 8682, as amended) cov¬ 
ers an arrangement, notwithstanding the 
annual settlement provisions of Articles 
5, 10 and 13 of said agreement, to per¬ 
mit Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., to 
pay to the Pool a lump sum amount of 
$45,000.00 on account of its overcarry¬ 
ings during the 1972/1973 cotton season, 
and the Pool Chairman to distribute to 
Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, Ltd., and Nip¬ 
pon Yusen Kaisha, Ltd., the adjusted 
portions of said sum to which they would 
be entitled, respectively, if said settle¬ 
ment provisions were applied to the 
1972/1973 season. The provisions of 
Agreement No. 8682-12 are applicable 
only to the 1972/1973 cotton season and, 
except for the period specified, all terms 
and conditions of Agreement No. 8682, 
as amended, shall thereafter remain In 
full force and effect. 

Dated: July 5, 1974. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15760 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. E-8846] 

ALABAMA POWER CO. 

Notice of Tariff Filing 

July 2, 1974. 

Take notice that on June 13, 1974, Ala¬ 
bama Power Company filed in Docket No. 
E-8846 an agreement dated April 26, 
1974, with Wiregrass Electric Coopera¬ 
tive, Inc., pursuant to Alabama's tariff 


rate schedule REA-1. In addition, Ala¬ 
bama filed Fourth Revised Sheet No. 39 
to the tariff Index of Purchasers. 

Alabama states that the subject agree¬ 
ment increases the capacity for Colum¬ 
bia substation from 1,500 Kva to 3,000 
Kva. Alabama further states this change 
was made on May 26, 1974, at the cus¬ 
tomer’s request, and Alabama requests 
waiver of the 30 day notice requirement 
in order to permit the subject agreement 
and service thereunder to become effec¬ 
tive on May 26,1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard and to 
make any protest with reference to said 
filing should file a petition to Intervene 
or protest with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE.. 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
July 26, 1974. Protests will be considered 
by the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene. Alabama’s filing is on file with 
the Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-15637 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 ami 


[Project No. 618J 

ALABAMA POWER CO. 

Notice of Application for Change in Land 
Rights 

July 2, 1974. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication was filed April 26, 1974, under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a^ 
825r) by the Alabama Power Company 
(Correspondence to: Mr. S. R. Hart Jr., 
Vice President, Alabama Power Com¬ 
pany. 600 North 18th Street, P.O. Box 
2641, Birmingham, Alabama 35291) for 
change in land rights for constructed 
Project No. 618, known as the Jordan 
Dam Project, located on the Coosa River 
in Elmore, Chilton, and Coosa Counties, 
Alabama. 

Alabama Power Company, Licensee for 
the Jordan Dam Project No. 618, requests 
Commission approval to grant an ease¬ 
ment to the State of Alabama. Highway 
Department, to construct, operate, and 
maintain a bridge and approaches there¬ 
to on relocated U.S. Highway 231. The 
proposed bridge would be located approx¬ 
imately 1000 feet east of the existing 
U.S. Highway 231 bridge. The proposed 
relocation would utilize 5.09 acres of 
project lands located in the NE*4 of 
NW V *, Section 14. and the SE14 of SWft, 
Section 11. T-19-N, R-18-E between We- 
tumpka and Riddle. Elmore County, 
Alabama. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make protest with reference to said ap¬ 
plication should on or before August 12, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti- 
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tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to a pro¬ 
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par¬ 
ties to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. The application 
is on file with the Commission and avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15638 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8829] 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Notice of Amendment To Interconnection 
Agreement 

July 1, 1974. 

Take notice that on June 3, 1974, Ari¬ 
zona Public Service Company (APS) 
tendered for filing an amendment to an 
interconnection agreement (designated 
APS-FPC Rate Schedule No. 26) with 
Utah Power and Light Company which 
would render certain resale restrictions 
null and void. 

APS requests waiver of the formal fil¬ 
ing requirements under § 35.13 of the 
Commission's regulations. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before July 12,1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15639 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP72-157] 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 
Notice of Proposed Changes In FPC Gas 
Tariff 

July 3. 1974. 

Take notice that on June 21,1974, Con¬ 
solidated Gas Supply Corporation (Con¬ 
solidated) tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, First Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1, pursuant to its PGA 
clause for rates to be effective August 1, 
1974. Consolidated states that the pro¬ 
posed rate increase would generate $5.4 
million annually in additional jurisdic¬ 
tional revenues. 


Consolidated states that the PGA filing 
was triggered by rate increases filed by 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation and 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion, both to be effective August 1, 1974. 

Consolidated is requesting a waiver of 
the 45-day notice requirement contained 
in its PGA clause. Consolidated states 
that it is making this request since it 
did not receive the supplier’s revised rates 
in sufficient time to make a timely filing. 
Consolidated further asks for a waiver 
of any other of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations in order to permit the 
proposed rates to go into effect on Au¬ 
gust 1,1974. 

Consolidated states that copies of this 
filing were served upon its jurisdictional 
customers, as well as interested state 
commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 
1.10 of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before July 16, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protes¬ 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Persons presently 
parties to this proceeding need not file 
additional petitions to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-15640 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-7803] 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Notice of Certification of Rate Settlement 
Agreement 

July 3.1974. 

Take notice that on June 28, 1974, the 
Presiding Administrative Law Judge filed 
a certification to the Commission of a 
Settlement Agreement offered by Con¬ 
sumers Power Company (Consumers) 
which was received in evidence on June 
24, 1974, together with pertinent por¬ 
tions of the record in this proceeding. The 
Agreement, which was supported by 
statements of agreement by all parties 
and the Commission Staff, would resolve 
all the issues in this proceeding subject 
to certain reservations. The Agreement 
includes a reduction in the rate increase 
proposed by Consumers herein and pro¬ 
vides for refunds computed on the basis 
of the proposed settlement rates for the 
period commencing June 7, 1973, until 
those rates are reflected in current 
billing. 

The settlement rates would yield rev¬ 
enues from wholesale electric service of 
$10,034,974 based upon sales for the 12 
months ended December 31. 1972, rep¬ 


resenting an annual increase $1,030,365 
over rates in effect prior to June 7, 1973, 
and a reduction in the proposed rates in 
effect subject to refund since that date 
of $684,544. The Agreement also contains 
provision for conjunctive billing with 
respect to deliveries to integrated sys¬ 
tems of the Michigan Municipal Cooper¬ 
ative Power Pool. Attached to the Agree¬ 
ment is Consumers’ written promise to 
maintain the settlement rates in effect 
through December 31, 1974, with certain 
reservations. 

Copies of the Settlement Agreement 
have been served upon all wholesale cus¬ 
tomers and interested State commissions. 

Responses or comments relating to the 
proposed Settlement Agreement may be 
filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426 on or before July 
22, 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb,. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15641 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-80] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Order Establishing Hearing Procedures 
June 28,1974. 

By order issued May 20, 1974, in this 
proceeding, the Commission, inter alia, 
suspended the filing by Northern Natu¬ 
ral Gas Company (Northern) of Third 
Revised Sheet Nos. 59. 59a, and 59b, First 
Revised Sheet No. 59d, and Original 
Sheet Nos. 124 through 128 to its FPC 
Gas Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1, 
pertaining to modification of curtailment 
procedures and an increase in overrun 
penalty charges. 1 

The nine above-listed tariff sheets 
seek to modify Northern’s present cur¬ 
tailment plan, which was approved by the 
Commission’s order in Docket No. RP71- 
107 (Phase D, 48 FPC 669 (1972), as 
modified by the Commission’s order 
denying rehearing. 48 FPC 1149 (1972). 

The proposed tariff changes are ap¬ 
plicable generally to curtailment of sales 
to electrical generating plants for the 
purposes of protecting deliveries of natu¬ 
ral gas to residential and other small vol¬ 
ume consumers and for conserving avail¬ 
able sources of gas supply. More specifi¬ 
cally, they would modify Paragraph 9 
of the General Terms and Conditions of 
Northern's FPC Gas Tariff to: (1) En¬ 
able Northern to curtail deliveries to elec¬ 
trical generating (EG) plants below the 
level of Contract Demand for the pur¬ 
pose of conserving available gas supplies; 
(2) clarify that the present right to cur¬ 
tail below the Contract Demand level to 
replenish storage facilities includes the 
development and annual replenishment 
of various new storage facilities; (3) re- 


* The remainder of the proposed changes 
In Northern’s FPC Gas Tariff contained in its 
tiling of April 11,1974, and suspended, pertain 
to proposed increased revenues from Juris¬ 
dictional sales by $42,949,000 based on the 12- 
months’ period ended December 31, 1973, as 
adjusted. 
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move the existing 60 percent limitation in 
Paragraph 9.2 as such relates to curtail¬ 
ment of “EG Plant Sales”; and (4) ex¬ 
empt from curtailment under Paragraph 
9.2 a small volume of deliveries that are 
separately listed by plants in a summary 
of EG Plant Pilot Gas Requirements. In 
addition, the tariff revisions include an 
increase in the penalty charge from $2.00 
per Mcf to $5.00 per Mcf for takes in ex¬ 
cess of contract demand up to 3 percent 
above contract or 50 Mcf, whichever is 
greater. 

As stated in our order of May 20. 1974, 
suspending the proposed tariff revisions 
to Northern’s FPC Gas Tariff, we are of 
the view that the issues herein require 
development in an evidentiary hearing 
and that the issues pertaining to North¬ 
ern’s proposed revised curtailment pro¬ 
cedures should be heard separately from 
those relating to non-curtailment mat¬ 
ters. Accordingly, we shall establish 
hearing procedures for trial of the issues 
involved in the proposed modifications 
to Northern’s curtailment procedures. 

The Commission finds; 

It is necessary and proper in the public 
interest and to aid in the enforcement of 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act 
that the Commission enter upon a hear¬ 
ing concerning the issues presented in 
the proposed modified curtailment pro¬ 
cedures and to establish the procedures 
for the hearing as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Northern shall distribute on or 
before July 26, 1974, the evidentiary sup¬ 
port for the proposed tariff provisions 
pertaining to curtailment procedures 
and increased overrun penalty charges, 
all as indicated in the recital above. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4, 5, and 15 thereof, the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CPR, Chapter I), a public hearing 
in this proceeding shall be held com¬ 
mencing September 3, 1974, at 10 a.m., 
e.d.t., in a hearing room of the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the proposed 
modifications to Northern’s curtailment 
procedures. 

(C) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for the purpose 
(see Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 
3.5(d)), shall preside at the above con¬ 
vened hearing and shall prescribe rele¬ 
vant procedural matters not herein pro¬ 
vided. 

By the Commission.* 

( seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary , 

[FR Doc.74-15642 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am) 


* Commissioner Moody, Joined by Commis¬ 
sioner Smith, dissenting in part, filed a sep¬ 
arate statement which is filed as part of the 
original document. 


[Docket No. E-8438J 

NORTHERN STATES POWER CO. 

(MINNESOTA) 

Notice of Supplemental Application 
July 1,1974. 

Take notice that on June 25, 1974, 
Northern States Power Company (Ap¬ 
plicant), filed a Supplemental Applica¬ 
tion with the Federal Power Commission 
seeking authority to increase the author¬ 
ized issuance of unsecured short-term 
promissory notes from $100,000,000 to 
$140,000,000 that may be outstanding at 
any one time. All other conditions as pre¬ 
viously authorized would remain in full 
force and effect. 

The Commission authorized the Ap¬ 
plicant to issue short-term unsecured 
promissory notes to commercial banks 
and commercial paper dealers in the ag¬ 
gregate principal amount not to exceed 
$100,000,000 on December 19, 1973, in 
Docket No. E-8438. 

Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of Minnesota with its 
principal business office at Minneapolis, 
Minnesota and is engaged in the electric 
utility business in Minnesota. North Da¬ 
kota and South Dakota. 

The promissory notes to be issued by 
the Applicant to commercial banks will 
be issued on various days in 1974, but 
no note will mature more than twelve 
months after date of issue or renewal. 
The interest rate on such notes will be at 
the prime loan interest rate of the banks 
in effect from time to time. 

The promissory notes issued to com¬ 
mercial paper dealers will be issued on 
various days in 1974, but no note will 
mature more than nine months after date 
of issue nor will any note be extended 
or renewed. The interest rate on such 
notes will be dependent upon the term of 
the notes and the money market condi¬ 
tions at the time of issuance. 

The proceeds from the issuance of the 
notes will be added to the general funds 
of the Applicant which general funds 
will be used, among other tilings, to fi¬ 
nance in part the Applicants 1974-1975 
construction program and advances to 
Northern States Power Company (Wis¬ 
consin), a wholly owned subsidiary. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any px*otest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 19, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s rules. 
The application is on file with the Com¬ 


mission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15643 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. E-8860) 

OKLAHOMA GAS & ELECTRIC CO. 

Notice of Tendered Amended Schedule and 
Supplement to Agreement 

July 2,1974. 

Take notice that on June 18, 1974, 
Oklahoma Gas & Electric Company 
(OG&E) tendered for filing six separate 
agreements as follow: 

(1) OG&E, Letter Agreement with Middle 
South Services, Inc., as Agent for Arkansas 
Power & Light Company, dated June 4. 1974; 

(2) OG&E, Letter Agreement with Kansas 
Gas and Electric Company, dated June 4, 
1974: 

(3) Middle South Services. Inc., as Agent 
for Arkansas Power & Light Company, Letter 
Agreement with Empire District Electric 
Company, dated June 11, 1974; 

(4) Middle South Services, Inc., as Agent 
for Arkansas Power & Light Company, Letter 
Agreement with Southwestern Electric Power 
Company, dated June 11, 1974: 

(5) Gulf States Utilities Company, Letter 
Agreement with Central Louisiana Electric 
Company, Inc., and Middle South Services, 
Inc., as Agent for Louisiana Power and Light 
Company, dated June 3. 1974; 

(6) Public Service Company of Oklahoma, 
Letter Agreement with Southwestern Electric 
Power Company, dated May 29, 1974. 

Statements submitted with each agree¬ 
ment recite that the proposed change is 
in the rate at which emergency service 
would be supplied and paid for. Each 
statement indicates that the increase is 
necessary due to labor, material and fuel 
costs, and also to compensate the supply¬ 
ing party for difficulties being incurred in 
obtaining and maintaining adequate fuel 
supplies. 

Each statement indicates that the rate 
of 17.5 mills per kilowatt hour was ar¬ 
rived at through negotiations between 
the respective companies. 

East statement recites that an adder of 
5 mills per Kwh is included for the seller’s 
cost of fuel for generation of emergency 
service. A 2 mills per Kwh charge has 
also been included for energy supplied 
through an intervening system. 

The effective date requested for each 
agreement is July 1, 1974. Therefore, 
OG&E requests waiver of the 30 day 
notice requirement. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before July 12, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
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parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this ap¬ 
plication are on file with the Commission 
and are available lor public Inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15644 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-88691 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Notice of Filing of Agreement 

July 3, 1974. 

Take notice that Public Service Com¬ 
pany of New Hampshire (PSNH) on 
June 25, 1974, tendered for filing as an 
initial rate schedule a Transmission 
Agreement with The Connecticut Light 
and Power Company and The Hartford 
Electric Light Company (the Buyers). 

Under the Agreement, PSNH will 
transmit through its system an entitle¬ 
ment of power which the Buyers are 
purchasing from Vermont Electric Power 
Company. Inc. 

PSNH requests that the Commission 
waive the normal 30-day notice require¬ 
ment and permit the rate schedule to be¬ 
come effective as of May 1,1974. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
The Connecticut Light and Power Com¬ 
pany and The Hartford Electric Light 
Company. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before July 12,1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15645 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 amj 


(Project No. 1894( 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

July 1, 1974. 

On June 19,1969, South Carolina Elec¬ 
tric & Gas Company, Licensee for Pan- 
Shoals Project No. 1894, located in Fair- 
field and Newberry Counties, South 
Carolina, on the Broad River, filed an 
application for a new license under sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Federal Power Act and 
Commission regulations thereunder 
(§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee made a supple¬ 
mental filing pursuant to Commission 
Order No. 384 on February 27, 1970, and 


amended its application on July 26, 1972, 
superseding the prior filings. 

The license for Project No. 1894 was 
issued effective January 1, 1938 for a 
period ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration, the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to section 15 of the 
Act pending Commission action on 
Licensee’s amended application, it is ap¬ 
propriate and in the public interest to 
issue an annual license to South Carolina 
Electric & Gas Company for continued 
operation and maintenance of Project 
No. 1894. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to South Carolina Electric & Gas 
Company (Licensee) under section 15 of 
the Federal Power Act for the period 
July 1, 1974, to June 30, 1975, or until 
Federal takeover, or the issuance of a 
new license for the project, whichever 
comes first, for the continued operation 
and maintenance of the Parr Shoals 
Project No. 1894, subject to the terms and 
conditions of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15648 Filed 7-9-74;8:45aml 


(Project No. 1895( 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 
July 1, 1974. 

On June 19, 1969, South Carolina 
Electric & Gas Company, Licensee for 
Columbia Project No. 1895, located in 
Richland County, South Carolina, on 
the Broad and Congaree Rivers, filed 
an application for a new license under 
section 15 of the Federal Power Act and 
Commission regulations thereunder 
(§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee filed a new ap¬ 
plication on March 1, 1974, superseding 
the original filing and all supplements 
thereto. 

The license for Project No. 1895 was 
issued effective January 1, 1938, for a 
period ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration, the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to section 15 of the 
Act pending Commission action on 
Licensees* application, it is appropriate 
and in the public interest to Issue an 
annual license to South Carolina Electric 
& Gas Company for continued operation 
and maintenance of Project No. 1895. 

Take notice that an annual license 
is issued to South Carolina Electric & 
Gas Company (Licensee ) under section 
15 of the Federal Power Act for the 
period July 1. 1974, to June 30, 1975, or 
until Federal takeover, or the issuance 
of a new license for the project, which¬ 
ever comes first, for the continued oper¬ 
ation and maintenance of the Columbia 
Project No. 1895, subject to the terms and 
conditions of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15649 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ftin) 


(Docket No. B-77111 

SOUTHWESTERN ELECTRIC POWER CO. 

Notice of Compliance Filing 

July 1,1974. 

Take notice that on May 31, 1974, 
Southwestern Electric Power Company 
(SWEPCO) tendered for filing several 
supplements to its Rate Schedule FPC 
No. 67 which specify points of delivery 
for the sale of hydro peaking power by 
the Tex-La Electric Cooperatives, Inc. 
(Tex-La) to SWEPCO, conditions for 
the sale of firm power by SWEPCO to 
Tex-La. guidelines to be followed in 
establishing additional points of delivery, 
and points of delivery of power and 
energy by SWEPCO to member coopera¬ 
tives. SWEPCO states that these sup¬ 
plements were filed in conformance with 
the Commission's Order Approving Set¬ 
tlement issued on May 9. 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before July 12, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of the filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15647 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


(Docket No. RI74-266( 

SUBURBAN PROPANE GAS CORP. 

Notice of Petition for Special Relief 

July 3,1974. 

Take notice that on June 24, 1974, 
Suburban Propane Gas Corporation 
(Petitioner), 2210 Mercantile Bank 

Building. Dallas, Texas 75201, filed a 
petition for special relief in Docket No. 
RI74—266. Petitioner seeks a price of 45 
cents per Mcf, with an increase of 1.0 
cent per Mcf per annum, subject to up¬ 
ward or downward Btu adjustment in 
event the actual heating value is above 
or below 1,000 Btu per cubic foot, for gas 
from wells hereafter drilled on undevel¬ 
oped lands and leases covered by the 
subject contract. The gas would be sold 
to Northern Natural Gas Company un¬ 
der Petitioner's FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 27 from certain acreage in Sutton 
County. Texas. Petitioner states that 
certain of the lands and leases dedicated 
under Suburban’s rate schedule have not 
been developed because such develop¬ 
ment cannot be economically justified at 
the rate currently authorized under the 
subject rate schedule, but could be de¬ 
veloped at the proposed rate. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
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petition should on or before July 24, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any party wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding, or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein, must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-15646 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. RP73-114, RP74-24, and 
RP74—73] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Order Rejecting Proposed Tariff Sheets, 

Accepting for Filing and Suspending 

Alternate Tariff Sheets 

June 28. 1974. 

On May 16, 1974, as corrected on 
May 23, 1974, Tennessee Gas Pipeline 
Company tendered for filing in the above 
dockets certain revised sheets to Ninth 
Revised Volume No. 1 of its FPC Gas 
Tariff to become effective on July 1,1974. 

Second Substitute Fourth Revised 
Sheet Nos. 12A and 12B would, if ap¬ 
proved, allow an increase in Tennessee’s 
rates pursuant to Articles XXm, XXIV, 
and XXV of the General Terms and Con¬ 
ditions of the tariff to reflect a PGA rate 
adjustment, a rate adjustment for cur¬ 
tailment demand charge credits, and an 
R&D rate adjustment. In the event the 
Commission does not accept the tariff 
sheets including the R&D rate adjust¬ 
ment, Tennessee requests, in the alterna¬ 
tive, that Third Substitute Fourth Re¬ 
vised Sheet Nos. 12A and 12B be accepted 
instead. The latter sheets exclude the 
R&D rate adjustment. 

Inasmuch as Tennessee does not have 
an approved R&D rate adjustment pro¬ 
vision on file as a part of its tariff, the 
tariff sheets incorporating the proposed 
R&D rate adjustment must be rejected. 

With respect to the other portions of 
the proposed rate increase, we take no¬ 
tice of the fact that Tennessee’s PGA 
increase is premised, in part, upon small 
producer purchases and upon an emer¬ 
gency purchase. 

Our review indicates that the proposed 
rates have not been shown to be just and 
reasonable and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unduly discriminatory or otherwise 
unlawful. Tennessee’s proposed tariff 
sheets will therefore be accepted for fil¬ 
ing, suspended for one day, and permit¬ 
ted to become effective thereafter subject 
to refund. 

With regard to the question of the 
small producers purchases, we note that 
the Supreme Court in Federal Power 
Commission v. Texaco, Inc., et al. 1 re- 


* Docket Nos. 72-1490 and 72-1491, Opinion 
Issued June 10, 1974. 


cently remanded the question of the 
standards the Commission must use in 
determining the justness and reason¬ 
ableness of the prices for small producer 
purchases pursuant to Commission Order 
No. 428. Similarly, the Commission’s 
Order No. 491 regarding emergency pur¬ 
chases is presently the subject of court 
action. 2 We believe therefore, that it 
would be premature to establish a hear¬ 
ing schedule in this docket at this time. 
We shall permit the rates proposed here¬ 
in to be charged subject to refund as of 
July 2. 1974, pending further order in 
this docket. 

The Commission finds: 

It is necessary and appropriate in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the Natural Gas Act that Ten¬ 
nessee’s proposed alternate rate increase 
be accepted for filing, suspended and 
permitted to become effective subject to 
refund pending further Commission 
order in this docket. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Tennessee’s Third Substitute 
Fourth Revised Tariff Sheet Nos. 12A 
and 12B as filed on May 16 and 23, 1974, 
are accepted for filing, suspended and 
permitted to become effective on July 2. 
1974, subject to refund pending further 
Commission order in this docket. 

(B) Second Substitute Fourth Re¬ 
vised Tariff Sheet Nos. 12A and 12B are 
rejected. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-15651 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


| Docket Nos. CI74-82, et alj 

TEXACO INC., ETAL 

Order Remanding Proceeding and Setting 
Date for Hearing 

July 3, 1974. 

This case is before us on exceptions 
filed by Texaco Inc. (Texaco), Tenneco 
Oil Company (Tenneco), Pennzoil Pro¬ 
ducing Company (Pennzoil) and brief 
opposing exceptions filed by Staff to an 
initial decision issued April 5, 1974, by 
Administrative Law Judge William L. 
Ellis. These proceedings involve three 
applications filed by Texaco, Tenneco 
and Pennzoil under the optional pro¬ 
cedure established in Order No. 455, 
§ 2.75 of the Commission’s General Pol¬ 
icy Statements. Two of the contracts are 
between Texaco and Tenneco respec¬ 
tively and Tennessee Gas Pipeline Com¬ 
pany and provide for the sale of gas 
from Eugene Island Block 338, off-shore 
Louisiana, at a proposed initial rate of 
47^/Mcf, 2^/Mcf annual escalation, and 
Btu adjustment upward from 1,1015 and 
downward from 1000. The third con¬ 
tract is between Pennzoil and United 
Gas Pipe Line Company (United) for the 


* Consumer Federation of America v. FPC t 
CADC, Docket No. 73-2009, petition filed Sep¬ 
tember 21. 1973. 


sale of gas from Ship Shoal Block 186, 
off-shore Louisiana. The Pennzoil 
United contract proposes an initial rate 
identical to the other contracts and pro¬ 
vides additionally for pre-granted 
abandonment. For the reasons stated 
herein, we remand the case to the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge. 

The Administrative Law Judge denied 
the applicants request for certification 
for a number of reasons, among them the 
rejection of cost data submitted as “ir¬ 
relevant to the question at hand—a fair 
cost for tills off-shore gas.” Actual proj¬ 
ect costs were not submitted into evi¬ 
dence in this proceeding, but one of the 
applicants, Tenneco, for the first time 
presented off-shore costs in its brief on 
exceptions. We have recently remanded 
a number of proceedings 1 under the op¬ 
tional procedure for further hearings to 
give all an opportunity to present cost 
evidence. In cases, w r e have set for hear¬ 
ing, we specifically directed the parties to 
present such evidence. 3 

Actual project costs are relevant to the 
issues involved here. Accordingly, with¬ 
out in any way passing upon the issues 
now before us, we shall remand the case 
for further hearings to give all parties 
an opportunity to present evidence on 
this matter so that the record will be 
complete. The Administrative Law Judge 
should render his initial decision upon 
the whole record, as originally made and 
as supplemented as a result of this re¬ 
mand. 

In Order No. 455, Statement of Policy 
Relating To Optional Procedure For 
Certificating New Producer Sales of 
Natural Gas. 48 FPC 218 (18 CFR 2.75) 
issued August 3,1972, we stated (id. 229): 

We believe that such contract filed under 
the alternative procedure must be considered 
on the merits of the terms and provisions 
within each contract. There certainly must 
be some evidentiary basis proffered by the 
seller-applicant upon which we can judge 
whether the contract rate is Just and reason¬ 
able. We will, absent a showing of special 
circumstance, accept as conclusive the cost 
findings embodied in our area rate decisions, 
as such may be supplemented from time to 
time by appropriate Commission order. 

Of course, the “evidentiary basis 
proffered by the seller-applicant” must 
begin with cost evidence. Cost evidence 
is the keystone of the concept of “just 
and reasonable”, and about which the 
evidence to be proffered must be con¬ 
structed, City of Detroit v. F.P.C., 230 
F.2d 810, 818 (1955), cert, denied, 352 
U.S. 829 (1956). It follows then, that the 
seller-applicant should introduce rele¬ 
vant evidence of the cost of the particu¬ 
lar project for which certification is 
sought. Such evidence shall be deemed to 
constitute the “special circumstance” to 


1 Rodman Corporation, Docket No. CI73- 

694, issued May 15. 1974, Pennzoil Company, 
et al.. Docket No. CI74-264, et al.. Barber Oil 
Exploration. Inc., et al.. Docket No. CI74-199 
et al. and Pennzoil Company, Docket No. 
CI74-253. 

* CNG Producing Company, Docket No. 
CI74-495, Texas Eastern Exploration Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. CI74-530. and N. C. Perry 
man and J. A. Wallender, Docket No. 
CI74-362. 
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be considered together with all other 
material evidence which would support 
a finding of a just and reasonable rate in 
excess of the applicable area rate. 

For the applicant to carry its burden 
of proof as to the justness and reason¬ 
ableness of the proposed rate, it must 
establish, by credible and relevant evi¬ 
dence, (1) the direct and indirect costs, 
including the cost of capital funds to be 
invested, reasonably anticipated in con¬ 
nection with the drilling program on the 
leases dedicated herein; (2) the reserves 
reasonably anticipated as recoverable; 
and (3) the deliverability reasonably 
anticipated. 

The Commission finds; 

It is necessary and in the public in¬ 
terest that the above-docketed proceed¬ 
ing be remanded and set for further 
hearings. 

The Commission orders: 

CA) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4, 
5. 7,14. and 16 thereof, the Commission's 
rules of practice and procedure, and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR, Chapter I), Docket Nos. CI74- 
82, CI74-132, and CI74-244 are remanded 
for the purpose of further hearings and 
disposition. 

(B) A public hearing on the issues 
herein shall be held commencing on 
August 27, 1974, 10:00 a.m. (e.d.t.) in a 
hearing room of the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426. 

(C) Applicants and any intervenor 
supporting the application shall file their 
direct testimony and evidence on or be¬ 
fore July 24, 1974. All testimony and evi¬ 
dence shall be served upon the Presiding 
Judge, the Commission Staff, and all 
parties to this proceeding. 

(D) The Commission Staff, and any 
intervenor opposing the applications, 
shall file their direct testimony and evi¬ 
dence on or before August 6, 1974. All 
testimony and evidence shall be served 
upon the Presiding Judge, and all other 
parties to this proceeding. 

(E) All rebuttal testimony and evi¬ 
dence shall be served on or before August 
16, 1974. All parties submitting rebuttal 
testimony and evidence shaU serve such 
testimony upon the Presiding Judge, the 
Commission Staff, and aU other parties 
to the proceeding. 

By the Commission.* 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

fPR Doc. 74-15650 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


[Dockets Nos. CP71-290, CP73-283) 

CONSOLIDATED SYSTEM LNG CO., 
LOUDOUN-LEIDY PROJECT 

Notice of Availability of Final 
Environmental Impact Statement 

July 10, 1974. 

The date of release of the Final En¬ 


* Commissioner Moody, dissenting, filed a 
separata statement which Is filed as part of 
the original document. 


vironmental Impact Statement should be 
July 10, 1974 vice July 1, 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15937 Filed 7-9-74; 10:26 am] 


[Docket Nos. CP71-290, CP73^283) 

CONSOLIDATED SYSTEM LNG CO. 

Notice of Extension of Time 

July 8, 1974. 

On June 26, 1974, Staff Counsel filed a 
motion requesting an extension of time 
for filing staff’s final environmental im¬ 
pact statement as required by order is¬ 
sued June 17, 1974, in the above-desig¬ 
nated matter. The motion states that 
Consolidated LNG has no objection to the 
motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and 
including July 10, 1974, within which the 
staff shall file its Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15938 Filed 7-9-74;10:26 am] 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

APPLICATIONS OF BIOASSAY FOR 
URANIUM 

Issuance and Availability of Regulatory 
Guide 

The Atomic Energy Commission has 
issued a new guide in its Regulatory 
Guide series. The Regulatory Guide series 
has been developed to describe and make 
available to the public methods accepta¬ 
ble to the AEC Regulatory staff of im¬ 
plementing specific parts of the Commis¬ 
sion’s regulations and, in some cases, to 
delineate techniques used by the staff in 
evaluating specific problems or postu¬ 
lated accidents and to provide guidance 
to applicants concerning certain of the 
information needed by the staff in its re¬ 
view of applications for permits and 
licenses. 

The new guide is in Division 8, “Occu¬ 
pational Health.” Regulatory Guide 8.11, 
“Applications of Bioassay for Uranium” 
describes an acceptable program for 
monitoring occupational exposures to 
uranium through direct measurements 
of the uranium lung burden and analyses 
for uranium in excreta. 

Regulatory Guides are available for 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. Comments and sugges¬ 
tions in connection with (1) items for in¬ 
clusion in guides currently being devel¬ 
oped (listed below) or (2) improvements 
in any published guides are encouraged 
and should be sent to the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Atten¬ 
tion : Chief, Public Proceedings Staff. Re¬ 
quests for single copies of the issued guide 
(which may be reproduced) or for place¬ 
ment on an automatic distribution list 
for single copies of future guides should 
be made in writing to the Director of 


Regulatory Standards. U.S. Atomic En¬ 
ergy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545. Telephone request cannot be ac¬ 
commodated. Regulatory Guides are not 
copyrighted and Commission approval is 
not required to reproduce them. 

Other Division 8 Regulatory Guides 
currently being developed include the 
following: 

Respiratory Protection 
Dosimetry for Criticality Accidents 
Criticality Accident Alarm System 
Personal Neutron Dosimeters 
Surface Contamination Limits 
Reactor Emergency Monitoring Instrumenta¬ 
tion 

(5 UJS.C. 552(a)) 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 27th 
day of June 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Lester Rogers, 

Director of Regulatory Standards. 
[FR Doc.74-15667 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Dockets Nos. 50-471, 60-472J 

BOSTON EDISON CO. ET AL 

Postponement of Further Special 
Prehearing Conference 

In the matter of the Boston Edison 
Company, et al. (Pilgrim Nuclear Gen¬ 
erating Station Units 2 and 3). 

Notice is hereby given that the Spe¬ 
cial Prehearing Conference heretofore 
scheduled for July 11, 1974, is postponed 
to Monday, July 15, 1974, and will be 
held at the New Suffolk County Court¬ 
house, Room 306, Pemberton Square, 
Boston Government Center, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02108, commencing at 
10:30 a.m., local time. 

The further conference will deal with 
the matters set forth in the Board’s Or¬ 
der of June 13, 1974 herein. In addition, 
the parties are directed to be prepared 
to advise the Board of the impact upon 
this proceeding of Applicant’s motion 
to withdraw its application for Unit 3 of 
the Pilgrim Nuclear Generating Station 
(Docket No. 50-472), filed July 1, 1974. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 3rd 
day of July, 1974. 

It is so ordered. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board, 

Max D. Paglin, 

Chairman. 

[FR Doc.74-15665 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50-400, etc.] 

CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Postponement of Hearing 

In the matter of the Carolina Power & 
Light Company (Shearon Harris Nuclear 
Power Plant, Units 1,2,3 and 4); Dockets 
Nos. 50-400, 50-401, 50-402, 50-403. 

Please take notice that the public evi¬ 
dentiary hearing that had been sched¬ 
uled for July 16. 1974 in Raleigh, North 
Carolina to consider the application of 
the Carolina Power & Light Company 
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(Applicant) for AEC construction per¬ 
mits to build the Shearon Harris Nuclear 
Plant, has been postponed to September 
10. 1974. 

The subject hearing to take place be¬ 
fore an Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board (the Board) pursuant to the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
and the Commission Rules of Practice, 
will commence at 9:30 a.m. e.d.t., Sep¬ 
tember 10,1974 at the following location: 

U.S. District Court 
310 New Bern. Avenue 
Courtroom No. 2 
Raleigh. North Carolina 

The issues to be determined in this 
proceeding will be those health, safety 
and environmental matters set forth in 
the Commission’s Notice of Hearing 
dated September 21, 1972 (37 FR 20344, 
Sept. 29, 1972), as well as the matters in 
controversy between the parties, as set 
forth in prior prehearing conference 
orders of this Board. 

Interested members of the public are 
Invited to attend the public hearing. 

Issued at Bethesda, Maryland, this 2nd 
day of July 1974. 

It is so ordered. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board, 

Thomas W. Reilly, 

Chairman. 

[PR Doc.74-15666 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50-2471 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF 
NEW YORK, INC. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 
Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 
Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 
Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), certain 
licensees and applicants must submit, 
consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) (ii), 
an evaluation of the performance of 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
by August 5, 1974, unless an extension 
thereto has been obtained from the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation pursuant to § 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii). As required by § 50.46(a) (2) 
(iii), notice is hereby given that the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation has received and is 
considering a request from the Consoli¬ 
dated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 
(the licensee) for extension of the sub¬ 
mittal date until August 30, 1974 for the 
Indian Point Station, Unit No. 2 ECCS 
evaluation. The request for extension is 
accompanied by an affidavit outlining the 
reasons why the evaluation will not be 
complete and the minimum time neces¬ 
sary to complete it. The license is author¬ 
ized by Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-26 to operate the Indian Point Sta¬ 
tion, Unit No. 2 located in Indian Point, 
Westchester County, New York, at 
steady-state power levels up to 2758 MWt. 

Consolidated Edison Company states 
that the reactor vendor will provide the 
ECCS evaluation to them no earlier than 
July 18. 1974, and that, upon receipt 
of the completed ECCS evaluation, it 
must review the evaluations and prepare 


proposed Technical Specification revi¬ 
sions or license amendments. Con¬ 
solidated Edison Company states that the 
extension is required in order to pro¬ 
vide time for an adequate technical re¬ 
view of the vendors evaluation and the 
proposed Technical Specifications. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connection, the 
Director of Regulation invites the sub¬ 
mission of views and comments by any 
interested persons. Such views and com¬ 
ments should be submitted in writing, 
addressed to the Director of Licensing 
USAEC—Regulation, Washington, D.C. 
20545, not later than July 24, 1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 20, 1974, and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the 
Hendrick Hudson Free Library, 31 Al¬ 
bany Post Road, Montrose, New York 
10548. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

George Lear, 

Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 3 , Directorate of 
Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-15795 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50-155) 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 
Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 
Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 
Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit, consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) 

(ii) , an evaluation of the performance of 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
by August 5, 1974, unless an extension 
thereto has been obtained from the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation pursuant to § 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii). As required by § 50.46(a) (2) 

(iii) , notice is hereby given that the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation has received and is 
considering a request from the Con¬ 
sumers Power Company (the licensee) 
for an extension until March 31, 1975. of 
the submittal date for the Big Rock 
Point ECCS evaluation. The request for 
extension is accompanied by an affidavit 
outlining the reasons why the evaluation 
is not complete and the minimum time 
necessary to complete it. The licensee is 
authorized by Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-6 to operate the Big Rock Point 
Plant located in Charlevoix County, 
Michigan, at steady-state power levels up 
to 240 MWT. 

Consumers Power Company states that 
the reactor vendor will provide the evalu¬ 
ations to the Consumers Power Company 
no earlier than February 1975, and that. 


additionally, Consumers Power Company 
will need approximately one month to 
review this evaluation in order to formu¬ 
late the proposed Technical Specification 
changes and/or license amendments. 

The extension may be granted upon 
a finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connection, 
the Director of Regulation invites the 
submission of views and comments by 
any interested persons. Such views and 
comments should be submitted in writ¬ 
ing, addressed to the Director of Licens¬ 
ing, USAEC—Regulation, Washington, 
D.C. 20545, not later than July 24, 1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 18, 1974, and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the 
Charlevoix Public Library at 107 Clinton 
Street, Charlevoix, Michigan. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Dennis L. Ziemann. 

Chief , Operating Reactors 
Branch #2, Directorate of 
Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-15799 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 

[Dockets Nos. 50-452, 50-453] 

DETROIT EDISON CO. 

Schedule for Prehearing Conference 

Before the Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board. 

In the matter of Detroit Edison Com¬ 
pany (Greenwood Energy Center Units 
2 and 3). 

A prehearing conference in the above 
matter will begin at 10 a.m., local time, 
on Tuesday, July 30, 1974, in the U.S. 
District Court, Room 219, 526 Water St., 
Port Huron, Michigan 48060. 

The purpose of this prehearing con¬ 
ference is to settle on subsequent ar¬ 
rangements for this proceeding. This 
conference is open to the public but no 
evidence or limited appearances will be 
received. Arrangements will be made at 
the public evidentiary hearing, which will 
be held later, to accommodate those 
members of the public who desire to make 
limited appearances. 

On July 30, 1974, there will be a visit 
to the site of the proposed facility. Rep¬ 
resentatives of all the parties are invited 
to accompany the Board members on this 
site visit. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 3rd day 
of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 

James R. Yore, 

Chairman. 

IFR Doc.74-15669 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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(Dockets Nos. 50-250, 50-261J 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 

Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 

Extension of Time 

A required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), certain 
licensees and applicants must submit, 
consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2)(h), 
an evaluation of the performance of 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
by August 5, 1974, unless an extension 
thereto has been obtained from the 
Director of Regulation purto 50.46(a) (2) 
Oh). As required by 50.46(a) (2) (in), 
notice is hereby given that the Director 
of Regulation has received and is con¬ 
sidering a request from the Florida 
Power and Light Company (the licensee) 
for an extension until October 7, 1974, 
of the submittal date for the Turkey 
Point Units 3 and 4 ECCS evaluation. 
The request for extension is accom¬ 
panied by an affidavit outlining the rea¬ 
sons why the evaluation will not be com¬ 
plete and the minimum time necessary to 
complete it. The licensee is authorized by 
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-31 
and DPR-41 to operate the Turkey Point 
Units 3 and 4 located in Dade County, 
Florida, at steady-state power levels up 
to 2260 MWt. 

Florida Power and Light Company 
states that the reactor vendor will pro¬ 
vide the evaluations to the Florida Power 
and Light Company no earlier than mid- 
July 1974. Upon receipt of the completed 
ECCS evaluation, Florida Power and 
Light Company states that additional 
time will be required for internal review 
and the preparation of documentation. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connec¬ 
tion, the Director of Regulation invites 
the submission of views and comments by 
any interested persons. Such views and 
comments should be submitted in writ¬ 
ing, addressed to the Director of Licens¬ 
ing, USAEC—Regulation, Washington, 
D.C. 20545, not later than July 24, 1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 19, 1974, and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW. Washington, D.C., and at the Lily 
Lawrence Row Public Library, 212 NW. 
First Avenue, Homestead, Florida 30309. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

George Lear, 

Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch #3 Directorate of 
Licensing . 

|FR Doc.74-15794 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


l Docket No. 50-331) 

IOWA ELECTRIC LIGHT & POWER CO. 

ET AL. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 

Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 

Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit, consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2> 

(ii) an evaluation of the performance of 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
by August 5, 1974, unless an extension 
thereto has been obtained from the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation pursuant to § 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii). As required by § 50.46(a) (2) 

(iii) , notice is hereby given that the 
Director of Regulation has received and 
is considering a request from the Iowa 
Electric Light and Power Company, act¬ 
ing for itself and as a representative for 
Central Iowa Power Cooperative and 
Com Belt Power Cooperative (the li¬ 
censees) for an extension until Octo¬ 
ber 3, 1974, of the submittal date for the 
Duane Arnold Energy Center ECCS 
evaluation. The request for extension is 
accompanied by two affidavits outlining 
the reasons why the evaluation is not 
complete and the minimum time neces¬ 
sary to complete it. The licensees are au¬ 
thorized by Facility Operating License 
No. DPRr-49 to operate the Duane Arn¬ 
old Energy Center located near Palo, in 
Linn County, Iowa, at steady-state power 
levels up to 1593 MWt. 

Iowa Electric Light and Power (IELP) 
Company states that the reactor vendor 
will not be able to provide its evaluations 
to IELP until July 15, 1974. Upon receipt 
of the completed ECCS evaluation, IELP 
states it must verify the vendor’s evalua¬ 
tion model for compliance with the re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission’s regulations; review and verify 
calculations performed by the vendor 
and establish specific impact of the new 
criteria on the Duane Arnold Energy 
Center; and develop new technical spec¬ 
ifications designed to minimize impact of 
the new acceptance criteria and to in¬ 
sure that reactor operation conforms 
with the requirements of those criteria; 
any necessary changes to the Technical 
Specifications of DPR-49 will have to be 
developed, reviewed and approved by 
both the Plant Operations Review Com¬ 
mittee and the Safety Committee of the 
Iowa Electric Light and Power Company. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown, 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connec¬ 
tion, the Director of Regulation invites 
the submission of views and comments 
by any interested persons. Such views 
and comments should be submitted in 
writing, addressed to the Director of Li¬ 
censing, USAEC—Regulation, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545, not later than July 24, 
1974. 


A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 20, 1974, and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room. 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., and at 
the Reference Service, Cedar Rapids 
Public Library, 426 Third Avenue. S.E.. 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa 52401. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Walter R. Butler, 
Chief. Light Water Reactors 
Branch 1-2, Directorate of 
Licensing . 

|FR Doc.74-15792 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am| 


i Docket No. 50-2191 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 

Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 

Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit, consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) 
(2)(ii), an evaluation of the perform¬ 
ance of emergency core cooling systems 
(ECCS) by August 5, 1974, unless an ex¬ 
tension thereto has been obtained from 
the Director of Regulation pursuant to 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (iii). As required by § 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii), notice is hereby given that 
the Director of Regulation has received 
and is considering a request from the 
Jersey Central Power and Light Com¬ 
pany (JCPL) (the licensee) for a 
twenty (20) week extension of the sub¬ 
mittal date for the Oyster Creek ECCS 
evaluation. The request for extension is 
accompanied by affidavits outlining the 
reasons why the evaluation is not com¬ 
plete and the minimum time necessary to 
complete it. The licensee is authorized by 
Facility Operating License No. DPR-16 
to operate the Oyster Creek plant lo¬ 
cated in Lacey Township, Ocean County, 
New Jersey, at steady-state power levels 
up to 1930 MWt. 

Jersey Central Power and Light Com¬ 
pany states that the reactor vendor, 
General Electric Company (GE), will 
provide the evaluations to the Jersey 
Central Power and Light Company no 
earlier than September 30, 1974, and 
that, upon receipt of the completed GE 
ECCS evaluation, it must provide 
EXXON Nuclear Company (EXXON) 
the GE blowdown model for EXXON to 
evaluate the performance of the EXXON 
fuel, which requires 6 weeks. The licensee 
states also that it must prepare proposed 
Technical Specification revisions; the 
Plant Operations Review Committee is 
required to review and approve proposed 
Technical Specification revisions; and 
the company’s General Office Review 
Board is required to review proposed 
Technical Specification revisions. The 
licensee states that until completion of 
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the reviews of both the GE and Exxon 
analyses, it cannot provide a comprehen¬ 
sive evaluation. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Di¬ 
rector of Regulation will consider and 
issue a determination with respect to the 
request for extension as required by ID 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connec¬ 
tion, the Director of Regulation invites 
the submission of views and comments 
by any interested persons. Such views 
and comments should be submitted in 
writing, addressed to the Director of Li¬ 
censing, USAEC—Regulation, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545, not later than July 24, 
1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 19. 1974, and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room. 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the 
Ocean County Library, 15 Hooper Ave¬ 
nue, Toms River, New Jersey 08753. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 2, Directorate of 
Licensing. 

(FR Doc.74-15797 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 aro[ 


[Docket No. 50-289] 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. ET AL. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 

Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 

Extension of Time 

In the matter of Metropolitan Edison 
Co., Jersey Central Power and Light Co., 
Pennsylvania Electric Co. 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit, consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) 
(iii), an evaluation of the performance 
of emergency core cooling systems 
(ECCS) by August 5. 1974, unless an ex¬ 
tension thereto has been obtained from 
the Director of Regulation pursuant to 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (iii). As required by i 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii), notice is hereby given that 
the Director of Regulation has received 
and is considering a request from the 
Metropolitan Edison Company (the li¬ 
censee and operator) for a six-week ex¬ 
tension of the submittal date for the 
Three Mile Island, Unit 1 ECCS evalua¬ 
tion. The request for extension is ac¬ 
companied by affidavits outlining the 
reasons why the evaluation is not com¬ 
plete and the minimum time necessary 
to complete it. The licensee is authorized 
by Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
50 to operate the (facility) located in 
Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, at 
steady-state power levels up to 2535 
MWt. 

The licensee staes that the blowdown 
analyses will be submitted by the vendor, 
Babcock & Wilcox by August 5, 1974, and 
upon receipt it must complete the tech¬ 


nical evaluation, including consideration 
of the blowdown analyses, the perform¬ 
ance analyses of the Babcock & Wilcox 
fuel, and the recommended plant op¬ 
erational requirements to comply with 
10 CFR Part 50. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Di¬ 
rector of Regulation will consider and 
issue a determination with respect to 
the request for extension as required by 
10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that con¬ 
nection, the Director of Regulation in¬ 
vites the submission of views and com¬ 
ments by any interested persons. Such 
views and comments should be submitted 
in writing, addressed to the Director of 
Licensing, USAEC—Regulation, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, not later than 
July 24,1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 19, 1974 and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the 
Government Publications Section, State 
Library of Pennsylvania, Box 1601 (Edu¬ 
cation Building), Harrisburg, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

A. Schwencer, 

Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Branch No. 2-3, Directorate 
of Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-15793 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. 50-2981 

NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 
Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 
Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 
Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit. consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) 

(ii) , an ev aluation of the performance of 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
by August 5, 1974, unless an extension 
thereto has been obtained from the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation pursuant to § 50.46 
(a) (2) Oil). As required by § 50.46(a) (2) 

(iii) , notice Is hereby given that the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation has received and is 
considering a request from the Nebraska 
Public Power District (NPPD) (the li¬ 
censee) for an extension of the submit¬ 
tal date for the Cooper Nuclear Station 
ECCS evaluation to September 2, 1974. 
The request for extension is signed under 
oath and outlines the reasons why the 
evaluation will not be complete and the 
time necessary to complete It. The li¬ 
censee is authorized by Facility Operat¬ 
ing License No. DPR-46 to operate the 
Cooper Nuclear Station located in Ne¬ 
maha County, Nebraska, and Atchison 
County. Missouri, at steady-state power 
levels up to 2381 MWt. 

NPPD states that it will not receive 
the completed evaluation from the reac¬ 


tor vendor until July 15, 1974, NPPD fur¬ 
ther states that after receipt of the eval¬ 
uation, an internal engineering review 
and evaluation followed by review and 
approval by the Station Operations Re¬ 
view Committee and the District’s Safety 
Review and Audit Board will be required 
and that it believes it can accomplish 
these activities within seven weeks after 
receipt of the vendor’s evaluations. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connec¬ 
tion, the Director of Regulation invites 
the submission of views and comments 
by any interested persons. Such views 
and comments should be submitted in 
writing, addressed to the Director of Li¬ 
censing, USAEC—Regulation. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20545, not later than July 24 
1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 21. 1974, and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington. D.C., and at the Au¬ 
burn Public Library, 1118 15th Street, 
Auburn, Nebraska 68305. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2, Directorate of 
Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-15798 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50-278] 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO. ET AL 

Availability of Initial Decision and Issuance 
of Operating License 

Pursuant to the National Environmen¬ 
tal Policy Act of 1969 and the United 
States Atomic Energy Commission’s reg¬ 
ulation in Appe ndix D, Sections A.9 and 
A.11, to 10 CFR Part 50, notice is hereby 
given that an Initial Decision dated 
June 14. 1974, by the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board in the above captioned 
proceeding authorizing issuance of an 
operating license to Philadelphia Hectric 
Company, Public Service Electric and 
Gas Company, Delmarva Power and 
Light Company, and Atlantic City Elec¬ 
tric Company (licensees) for authoriza¬ 
tion to operate the Peach Bottom Unit 3 
facility located in York County, Penn¬ 
sylvania, is available for inspection by 
the public in the Commission’s Public 
Document Room at 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington. D.C., and in the Martin 
Memorial Library. 159 E. Market Street, 
York, Pennsylvania 17401. 

The Initial Decision is also being made 
available at the Office of 8tate Planning 
and Development, 510c Finance Building, 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120, and at 
the York County Planning Commission, 
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1320 West Market Street, York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania 17404. 

The Decision of the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board modified in certain re¬ 
spects the contents of the Pinal Environ¬ 
mental Statement prepared by the Com¬ 
mission’s Directorate of Licensing relat¬ 
ing to the operation of the Peach Bottom 
Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3. A 
copy of this Pinal Envimomental State¬ 
ment is also available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the above designated loca tions . 

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR, 
Part 50, Appendix D, Section A.ll, 
the Pinal Environmental Statement is 
deemed modified to the extent that the 
findings and conclusions relating to en¬ 
vironmental matters contained in the 
Initial Decision are different from those 
contained in the Pinal Environmental 
Statement, dated April 1973. As required 
by Section A.ll of Appendix D, copies of 
the Initial Decision by the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board and the Pinal En¬ 
vironmental Statement have been trans¬ 
mitted to the Council on Environmental 
Quality and made available to the public 
as noted herein. 

Pursuant to the above mentioned ini¬ 
tial Decision, the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission (the Commission) has issued 
DPR-56 Facility Operating License to 
Philadelphia Electric Company, et al. for 
operation of the Peach Bottom Atomic 
Power Station, Unit 3, a boiling water 
reactor, at steady state reactor core levels 
not to exceed 3293 megawatts thermal. 

In addition to the Initial Decision, 
copies of (1) Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-56, (2) the report of the Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 
dated September 21, 1972, (3) the Direc¬ 
torate of Licensing’s Safety Evaluation, 
dated August 11, 1972, (4) Supplement 
No. 1 to the Safety Evaluation, dated De¬ 
cember 11, 1972, (5> Supplement No. 2 to 
the Safety Evaluation, dated May 23, 
1973, (6) Supplement No. 3 to the Safety 
Evaluation, dated October. 1973, (7) the 
Pinal Safety Analysis Report and amend¬ 
ments thereto, (8) the applicant’s En¬ 
vironmental Report, dated June 4, 1971 
and supplements thereto, (9) the Draft 
Environmental Statement dated Octo¬ 
ber, 1972, and (10) the Final Environ¬ 
mental Statement, dated April, 1973, are 
also available for public inspection at the 
above-designated locations in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and York, Pennsylvania. Sin¬ 
gle copies of the Initial Decision by the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, Fa¬ 
cility Operating License DPR-56, the Pi¬ 
nal Environmental Statement, and the 
Safety Evaluation and amendments may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Dep¬ 
uty Director for Reactor Projects, Di¬ 
rectorate of Licensing. Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 2nd 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Walter R. Butler, 
Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Branch 1-2, Directorate of Li¬ 
censing. 

IFR Doc.74-15668 Piled 7-9-74;8:46 am] 
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(Docket No. 50-3331 

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF 
NEW YORK 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 

Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 

Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46<a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit, consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a> (2) 
(ii), an evaluation of the performance 
of emergency core cooling systems 
(ECCS) by August 5, 1974, unless an ex¬ 
tension thereto has been obtained from 
the Director of Regulation pursuant to 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (iii). As required by § 50.46 
(a) (2) (ill), notice is hereby given that 
the Director of Regulation has received 
and is considering a request from the 
Power Authority of the State of New 
York (the licensee) for an extension un¬ 
til October 4, 1974, of the submittal date 
for the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear 
Power Plant ECCS evaluation. The re¬ 
quest for extension was supplemented by 
an affidavit supplied by the General 
Electric Company at the request of the 
licensee which outlines the reasons why 
the evaluation is not complete and the 
minimum time necessary to complete it. 
The plant is presently scheduled for fuel 
loading on July 15,1974. 

The Power Authority of the State of 
New York states that the reactor vendor 
will provide the evaluations to the Power 
Authority of the State of New York by 
July 24, 1974, and that, upon receipt of 
the completed ECCS evaluation, it must 
perform an internal review and prepare 
proposed Technical Specification revi¬ 
sions and license amendments. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (iii). In that connec¬ 
tion, the Director of Regulation invites 
the submission of views and comments by 
any interested persons. Such views and 
comments should be submitted in wilt¬ 
ing, addressed to the Director of Licens¬ 
ing, USAEC—Regulation, Washington, 
D.C. 20545, not later than July 24, 1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 20, 1974, and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., and at 
the Oswego City Library, 120 East Sec¬ 
ond Street, Oswego, New York 13126. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

John F. Stolz, 

Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Project Branch 2-1, Direc¬ 
torate of Licensing. 

]FR Doc.74-15796 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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I Dockets Nos. 50-445, 50-446] 

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO. 

ET AL. 

Notice of Hearing 

Before the Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board. 

In the matter of Texas Utilities Gen¬ 
erating Company, et al. (Comanche Peak 
Steam Electric Station, Units 1 and 2). 

Take Notice, that in accordance with 
the Atomic Energy Commission’s “Notice 
of Hearing on Application for Construc¬ 
tion Permits” published on August 2, 
1973, in the Federal Register (38 FR 
20635) , a hearing in the above-captioned 
proceeding will be held before the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board (“the 
Board”) to consider the application filed 
under the Atomic Energy Act by Texas 
Utilities Generating Company. Dallas 
Power and Light Company, Texas Elec¬ 
tric Service Company, and Texas Power 
and Light Company (“the Applicants”), 
for construction permits for two pres¬ 
surized water nuclear reactors designated 
as the Comanche Peak Steam Electric 
Station, Units 1 and 2, proposed to be 
located at Applicants’ site in Somervell 
County, approximately 4V 2 miles north 
of Glen Rose, Texas. 

At Applicants’ request which has the 
support of the Regulatory Staff of the 
Atomic Energy Commission, the Board 
pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 
2.761a, initially will conduct a separate 
hearing in order to make findings and 
issue a decision on all of the environ¬ 
mental issues covere d by Paragraph A.ll 
of Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50, and on 
such limited health and safety issues cov¬ 
ered by 10 CFR 50.10(e) (2) and (3). as 
will permit the Director of Regulation to 
determine whether to grant to Applicants 
authorization to conduct certain on-site 
activities prior to the Board’s ultimate 
decision on the application for issuance 
of construction permits. Subsequently, 
at a later date following completion of 
the Staff’s safety review, the Board will 
convene another hearing to complete the 
health and safety phase of this proceed¬ 
ing and thereafter issue its full decision 
concerning the construction permits ap¬ 
plied for by Applicants. 

At the hearing to be convened at this 
time, the Board will receive evidence for 

the purpose of: 

(1) (a) determining whether the require¬ 
ments of sections 102(2) (C) and (D) of 
NEPA and Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50 have 
been complied with In this proceeding; 

(b) independently considering the final 
balance among conflicting factors contained 
in the record of the proceeding with a view 
to determining the appropriate action to be 
taken; 

(c) determining, after weighing the en¬ 
vironmental, economic, technical and other 
benefits against environmental costs and con¬ 
sidering available alternatives, whether the 
permit should be issued, denied, or appro¬ 
priately conditioned to protect environ¬ 
mental values; and 

(d) determining whether the NEPA review 
conducted by the staff has been adequate (10 
CFR 60.10(e) (2 ) (1) and Paragraph A.ll of 
Appendix D, 10 CFR Part 50); 

(2) Determining whether there is reason¬ 
able assurance that the proposed site is a 
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suitable location for a nuclear power reactor 
of the general size and type proposed from 
the standpoint of radiological health and 
safety considerations (Section 50.10(e) (2) 
(11)); and 

(3) finding with respect to the construc¬ 
tion work to be performed pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 50.10(e) (3) whether there are any un¬ 
resolved safety issues. 

The public is invited to attend the 
hearing. Any person who has requested 
the opportunity to make a limited ap¬ 
pearance will be afforded the opportunity 
to state his or her views or to file a writ¬ 
ten statement at the opening session of 
the hearing or at such other time as the 
Board may for good cause designate. 

Wherefore , it is ordered , In accordance 
with the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, and the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission, and take notice that 
an evidentiary hearing in the above- 
captioned proceeding on the issues cov¬ 
ered by P aragraph A. 11 of Appendix D 
of 10 CFR Part 50 and by 10 CFR 50.10 
(e) (2) and (3), shall convene on Wed¬ 
nesday. July 31, 1974, at 10 a.m., local 
time, at the Glen Rose High School Li¬ 
brary, 813 College Street, Glen Rose, 
Texas 76043. 

Issued at Bethesda, Maryland this 3rd 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 

Robert M. Lazo, 
Chairman. 

[FR Doc.74-15670 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


I Dockets Nos. 50-101, 50-290] 

UNITED NUCLEAR CORP. AND GULF 
UNITED NUCLEAR FUELS CORP. 

Order Terminating License 

The Atomic Energy Commission (“the 
Commission”) has found that the Paw¬ 
ling Lattice Test Rig Facility (PLATR) 
and the Pawling Test Facility (PTF) lo¬ 
cated in Pawling, New York have been 
dismantled, decontaminated, and disposi¬ 
tion made of the component parts in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR, Chapter I, and in a man¬ 
ner not inimical to the common defense 
and security or to the health and safety 
of the public. As required by the dis¬ 
mantling order dated January 25. 1974, 
Gulf United Nuclear Fuels Corporation 
has submitted a report dated March 13, 
1974, on radiation surveys of the facility 
which the Commission finds satisfactory. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the applica¬ 
tion dated October 23, 1973, and supple¬ 
ments thereto. Facility Licenses Nos. 
CX-25 and R-49 are hereby terminated 
as of the date of this order. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 25th 
day of June, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Karl R. Goller. 

Assistant Director for Operat¬ 
ing Reactors, Directorate of 
Licensing . 

[FR Doc.74-15671 Filed 7-9-74;8;45 am] 


[Dockets Nos. 50-280. 50-281] 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 

Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 

Cooling Systems for Light Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Reactors; Request for 

Extension of Time 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a), cer¬ 
tain licensees and applicants must sub¬ 
mit, consistent with 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) 

(ii) , an evaluation of the performance of 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
by August 5, 1974, unless an extension 
thereto has been obtained from the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation pursuant to § 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii). As required by § 50.46(a) (2) 

(iii) , notice is hereby given that the Di¬ 
rector of Regulation has received and 
is considering a request from the Vir¬ 
ginia Electric and Power Company (the 
licensee) for a one-month extension of 
the submittal date for the Surry Units 1 
and 2 ECCS evaluation. The request for 
extension is accompanied by an affidavit 
outlining the reasons why the evaluation 
will not be complete and the minimum 
time necessary to complete it. The li¬ 
censee is authorized by Facility Operat¬ 
ing License Nos. DPR-32 and DPR-37 to 
operate the Surry Units 1 and 2 located 
in Surry County, Virginia, at steady-state 
power levels up to 2441 MWt. 

Virginia Electric and Power Company 
states that it will not obtain an ECCS 
evaluation from its vendor until July 20, 
1974, at the earliest, and that internal 
review of this evaluation and preparation 
for submittal to the AEC will require 
several additional weeks to review the 
Technical Specifications in detail, pro¬ 
pose any necessary changes, and revise 
station operating and test procedures as 
appropriate. Virginia Electric and Power 
Company therefore requests a one-month 
extension required in order to provide 
time for an adequate technical review 
of the proposed Technical Specification 
revisions resulting from the evaluation. 

The extension may be granted upon a 
finding that good cause has been shown 
for granting of the extension. The Direc¬ 
tor of Regulation will consider and issue 
a determination with respect to the re¬ 
quest for extension as required by 10 
CFR 50.46(a) (2) (Iii). In that connec¬ 
tion, the Director of Regulation invites 
the submission of views and comments 
by any interested persons. Such views 
and comments should be submitted in 
writing, addressed to the Director of Li¬ 
censing, US AEC—Regulation, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545, not later than July 24, 
1974. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated June 20, 1974, and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C., and at 
the Swem Library, College of William & 
Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia 23185. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of July, 1974. 


For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert A. Purple, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. l t Directorate of 
Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-15791 FUed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50-155] 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Notice of Request for Exemption From Re¬ 
quirements Concerning Emergency Core 

Cooling System Performance 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2). 
certain licensees must achieve com¬ 
pliance with acceptance criteria for 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
published in Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 
50, by August 5, 1974, unless either (1) 
an extension of time for submission of 
the required ECCS performance evalua¬ 
tion has been approved by the Director 
of Regulation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46 
(a) (2) (iii), or (2) an exemption from 
the operating requirements of 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (iv) has been granted by the 
Commission for good cause shown. As 
required by 5 50.46(a) (2) (vi), notice is 
hereby given that the Commission has 
received and Is considering a request 
from Consumers Power Company for an 
exemption from the emergency core cool¬ 
ing system (ECCS) operating require¬ 
ments of § 50.46(a) (2) (iv) for the Big 
Rock Point Plant, until November 1,1975. 
(The Director of Regulation is separately 
publishing notice of receipt and con¬ 
sideration of a request from Consumers 
Power Company for an extension until 
March 31, 1975 of the submittal date for 
the Big Rock Point Plant ECCS evalua¬ 
tion.) The licensee is authorized by 
Facility Operating License No. DPR-6 to 
operate the facility located In Charlevoix, 
Michigan at Steady-state power levels up 
to 240 megawatts thermal. 

In support of its request for an exemp¬ 
tion Consumers Power Company states 
the required ECCS evaluation for the 
Big Rock Point Plant will not be com¬ 
pleted by the reactor vendor until ap¬ 
proximately February 1975; that the 
Company will need approximately one 
month to review this evaluation in order 
to formulate the proposed technical 
specification changes and/or license 
amendments as may be necessary to 
achieve compliance with § 50.46; and 
that the company expects to complete 
“the installation of the reactor depres¬ 
surization system which will significantly 
improve the response of the emergency 
core cooling system to the small break 
Loss of Coolant Accident,” by Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1975. The Company further states 
that it believes the requested exemption 
to be in the public interest because con¬ 
tinued “operation of this plant during 
the period July 1, 1974 to November 15. 
1975 will result in a significant saving 
of fossil fuel.” The request is supported 
by the accompanying affidavit of R. A. 
Lomley, Vice President of Bulk Power 
Operations for Consumers Power Com¬ 
pany. 
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The request may be granted upon the 
findings that good cause lias been 
shown, that it would be in the public 
interest to allow the licensee a specified 
additional period of time within which 
to alter the operation of the facility in 
the manner required by 5 50.46(a)(2) 
(iv). and that there is reasonable as¬ 
surance that the granting of the exemp¬ 
tion will not adversely affect the health 
and safety of the public. As an alterna¬ 
tive to the present grant or denial of 
the specific relief requested, the Com¬ 
mission may also consider declining to 
act on the request at this time, without 
prejudice to the submittal of an exemp¬ 
tion request concurrently with the 
ECCS evaluation. In the event the Com¬ 
mission determines to follow this course, 
the order may also provide that, if a 
request for exemption is submitted along 
with the ECCS evaluation, compliance 
with the operating requirements of 
§ 50.46 will not be required until the 
Commission has ruled upon the request 
or forty-five days have elapsed, which¬ 
ever shall occur first. 

The Commission invites the submis¬ 
sion of views and comments by inter¬ 
ested persons concerning the action to 
be taken on the request for exemption. 
Such views and comments should be sub¬ 
mitted in writing, addressed to the Sec¬ 
retary, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20545, not later than 
July 24, 1974. Pursuant to 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (vi), the Director of Regula¬ 
tion shall submit his views on the re¬ 
quested exemption not later than July 29, 
1974. 

A copy of the request for exemption 
dated June 18. 1974, and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender, 
Secretary of the Commission . 

[PR Doc.74-15870 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


| Docket Nos. 60-250, 50-261] 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Request for Exemption From Re¬ 
quirements Concerning Emergency Core 
Cooling System Performance 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2), 
certain licensees must achieve compli¬ 
ance with acceptance criteria for emer¬ 
gency core cooling systems (ECCS) pub¬ 
lished in Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 50, 
by August 5, 1974, unless either (1) an 
extension of time for submission of the 
required ECCS performance evaluation 
has been approved by the Director of 
Regulation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46 
(a) (2) (ill), or (2) an exemption from 
the operating requirements of 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (iv) has been granted by the 
Commission for good cause shown. As 
required by 5 50.46(a) (2) (vi). notice is 
hereby given that the Commission has 


received and is considering a request 
from Florida Power and Light Company 
for an exemption from the emergency 
core cooling system (ECCS) operating 
requirements of § 50.46(a) (2) (iv) for the 
Turkey Point Units No. 3 and No. 4 until 
October 7, 1974. (The Director of Regu¬ 
lation is separately publishing notice of 
receipt and consideration of a request 
from Florida Power and Light Company 
for an extension until October 7, 1974 of 
the submittal date for the Turkey Point 
Units No. 3 and No. 4 ECCS evaluation.) 
The licensee is authorized by Facility 
Operating License Nos. DPR-31 and 
DPR-41 to operate the facilities located 
in Dade County, Florida at steady-state 
power levels up to 2200 megawatts ther¬ 
mal each. 

In support of its request for an exemp¬ 
tion from the schedule prescribed by 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (vi), Florida Power and 
Light Company states that it has not yet 
received the ECCS evaluations from the 
manufacturer of the reactors; that such 
evaluations are expected to be com¬ 
pleted in mid-July, 1974; and that fur¬ 
ther review that must be done by Florida 
Power and Light has formed the basis 
of the Company’s request for an exten¬ 
sion of time within which to submit the 
information required by 5 50.46(a)(2) 
(ii). The Company further states that 
any proposed technical specifications or 
license amendments submitted before 
the end of the requested extension would 
be incomplete and tentative. Accord¬ 
ingly, the Company has requested that if 
its request for an extension of time for 
the ECCS Evaluation submittal is denied 
in whole or in part, it be granted an ex¬ 
emption from the operating require¬ 
ments of § 50.46 for a period extending 
to October 7, 1974. The reasons which 
underlie the request are contained in 
the affidavit of Robert E. Uhrig, Vice 
President of Florida Power and Light, 
which accompanies the request. 

The request may be granted upon the 
finding that good cause has been shown, 
that it would be in the public interest 
to allow the licensee a specified addi¬ 
tional period of time within which to 
alter the operation of the facility in the 
manner required by 5 50.46(a) (2)(iv), 
and that there is reasonable assurance 
that the granting of the exemption will 
not adversely affect the health and safety 
of the public. As an alternative to the 
present grant or denial of the specific 
relief requested, the Commission may 
also consider declining to act on the re¬ 
quest at this time, without prejudice to 
the submittal of an exemption request 
concurrently with the ECCS evaluation. 
In the event the Commission determines 
to follow this course, the order may also 
provide that, if a request for exemption 
is submitted along with the ECCS evalu¬ 
ation, compliance with the operating 
requirements of § 50.46 will not be re¬ 
quired until the Commission has ruled 
upon the request or forty-five days have 
elapsed, whichever shall occur first. 

The Commission invites the submis¬ 
sion of views and comments by interested 
persons concerning the action to be 
taken on the request for exemption. Such 


views and comments should be submitted 
in writing, addressed to the Secretary, 
US. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545. not later than July 24. 
1974. Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2 > 
(vi), the Director of Regulation shall 
submit his views on the requested exemp¬ 
tion not later than July 29, 1974. 

A copy of the request for exemption 
dated June 19, 1974, and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission's 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., and at the Lily 
Lawrence Bow Public Library, 212 North¬ 
west First Avenue, Homestead. Florida 
33030. 

Dated at Washington, D.C.. this 8th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc.74-15869 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


1 Docket No. 50-219] 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Request for Exemption From Re- 

quirements Concerning Emergency Core 

Cooling System Performance 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2), 
certain licensees must achieve compli¬ 
ance with acceptance criteria for emer¬ 
gency core cooling systems (ECCS) pub¬ 
lished in Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 50. 
by August 5, 1974, unless either (1) an 
extension of time for submission of the 
required ECCS performance evaluation 
has been approved by the Director of 
Regulation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46(a) 
(2)(iii), or (2) an exemption from the 
operating requirements of 10 CFR 50.46 
(a) (2) (iv) has been granted by the Com¬ 
mission for good cause shown. As required 
by § 50.46(a) (2) (vi), notice is hereby 
given that the Commission has received 
and is considering a request from Jersey 
Central Power & Light Company for an 
exemption from the schedule specified in 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (vi) for submission of a re¬ 
quest for an exemption from the emer¬ 
gency core cooling system operating re¬ 
quirements of § 50.46(a) (2) (iv) for the 
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Sta¬ 
tion. (The Director of Regulation is 
separately publishing notice of receipt 
and consideration of a request from 
Jersey Central Power & Light Company 
for an extension until November 11,1974 
of the submittal date for the Oyster 
Creek ECCS evaluation). The licensee is 
authorized by Facility Operating License 
No. DPR—16 to operate the facility lo¬ 
cated in Lacey Township, Ocean County, 
New Jersey at steady-state power levels 
up to 1930 megawatts thermal. 

In support of its request for an exemp¬ 
tion from the schedule prescribed by 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (vi), Jersey Central Power & 
Light Company states that it has not yet 
received from the vendor of the NSSS 
system and fuels used at Oyster Creek 
either the core blowdown analysis or the 
fuel performance analyses; that it will 
not have completed its detailed ECCS 
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evaluation until December 23, 1974; and 
until that time will not have finally de¬ 
termined the full extent of operating 
restrictions appropriate for Oyster Creek. 
The Company further states that until it 
is able to make this threshold determina¬ 
tion it will not be able to make a respon¬ 
sible submittal of the type specified in 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (vi) in support of an ECCS 
exemption, should such an exemption 
be desired. In support of its request, Jer¬ 
sey Central Power & Light Company re¬ 
lies on 10 CFR 50.12(a) and 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (vi). 

The request may be granted upon the 
findings that good cause has been shown, 
that it would be in the public interest to 
allow the licensee a specified additional 
period of time within which to alter the 
operation of the facility in the manner 
required by § 50.46(a) (2) (iv), and that 
there is reasonable assurance that the 
granting of the exemption will not ad¬ 
versely affect the health and safety of the 
public. As an alternative to the present 
grant or denial of the specific relief re¬ 
quested, the Commission may also con¬ 
sider declining to act on the request at 
this time, without prejudice to the sub¬ 
mittal of an exemption request concur¬ 
rently with the ECCS evaluation. In the 
event the Commission determines to fol¬ 
low this course, the order may also pro¬ 
vide that, if a request for exemption is 
submitted along with the ECCS evalua¬ 
tion, compliance with the operating re¬ 
quirements of § 50.46 will not be required 
until the Commission has ruled upon the 
request or forty-five days have elapsed, 
whichever shall occur first. 

The Commission invites the submis¬ 
sion of views and comments by inter¬ 
ested persons concerning the action to 
be taken on the request for exemption. 
Such views and comments should be sub¬ 
mitted in writing, addressed to the Sec¬ 
retary, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20545, not later than 
July 24, 1974. Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46 
(a)(2)(vi), the Director of Regulation 
shall submit his views on the requested 
exemption not later than July 29, 1974. 

A copy of the request for exemption 
dated June 20, 1974, and related corre¬ 
spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission's 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., and the Ocean 
County Library, 15 Hopper Avenue, Toms 
River, New Jersey 08753. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc.74-15872 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-289] 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 

Notice of Request for Exemption From Re¬ 
quirements Concerning Emergency Core 
Cooling System Performance 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2), 
certain licensees must achieve com¬ 


pliance with acceptance criteria for 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
published in Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 
50, by August 5, 1974, unless either (1) 
an extension of time for submission of 
the required ECCS performance evalua¬ 
tion has been approved by the Director 
of Regulation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46 
(a)(2)(iii), or (2) an exemption from 
the operating requirements of 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (iv) has been granted by the 
Commission for good cause shown. As 
required by § 50.46(a) (2) (vi), notice is 
hereby given that the Commission has 
received and is considering a request 
from Metropolitan Edison Company for 
an exemption from the schedule specified 
in § 50.46(a) (2) (vi) for submission of a 
request for an exemption from the emer¬ 
gency core cooling system operating re¬ 
quirements of § 50.46(a) (2) (iv) for the 
Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 
1. (The Director of Regulation is sepa¬ 
rately publishing notice of receipt and 
consideration of a request from Metro¬ 
politan Edison Company for an extension 
until September 16,1974 of the submittal 
date for the Three Mile Island Unit 1 
ECCS evaluation.) The licensee is 
authorized by Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-50 to operate the facility 
located in Dauphin County, Pennsylvania 
at steady-state power levels up to 2535 
megawatts thermal. 

In support of its request for an exemp¬ 
tion from the schedule prescribed by 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (vi), Metropolitan Edison 
Company states that it has not yet re¬ 
ceived from the vendor of the NSSS sys¬ 
tem and fuel used at Three Mile Island 
Unit 1 either the core blowdown analysis 
or the fuel performance analysis; that it 
will not have completed its detailed ECCS 
evaluation until September, 1974; and 
until that time will not have finally deter¬ 
mined whether any operating restrictions 
will be appropriate for Three Mile Is¬ 
land Unit 1. The Company further states 
that until it is able to make this thresh¬ 
old determination it will not be able to 
make a responsible submittal of the type 
specified in § 50.46(a) (2) (vi) in support 
of an ECCS exemption, should such an 
exemption be desired. In support of its 
request, Metropolitan Edison relies on 10 
CFR 50.12(a) and 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2) 
(vi). 

The request may be granted upon the 
findings that good cause has been shown, 
that it would be in the public interest to 
allow the licensee a specified additional 
period of time within which to alter the 
operation of the facility in the manner 
required by § 50.46(a) (2) (iv), and that 
there is reasonable assurance that the 
granting of the exemption will not ad¬ 
versely affect the health and safety of 
the public. As an alternative to the 
present grant or denial of the specific 
relief requested, the Commission may 
also consider declining to act on the re¬ 
quest at this time, without prejudice to 
the submittal of an exemption request 
concurrently with the ECCS evaluation. 
In the event the Commission determines 
to follow this course, the order may also 
provide that, if a request for exemption 


is submitted along with the ECCS 
evaluation, compliance with the operat¬ 
ing requirements of § 50.46 will not be 
required until the Commission has ruled 
upon the request or forty-five days have 
elapsed, whichever shall occur first. 

The Commission invites the submission 
of views and comments by interested 
persons concerning the action to be 
taken on the request for exemption. Suc h 
views and comments should be submitted 
in writing, addressed to the Secretary, 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, not later than July 
24, 1974. Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46(a) (2) 
(vi), the Director of Regulation shall 
submit his views on the requested ex¬ 
emption not later than July 29, 1974. 

A copy of the request for exemption 
dated June 19, 1974, and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission's Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. and at 
the Government Publication Section, 
State Library of Pennsylvania, Box 1601 
(Education Building), Harrisburg, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

(FR Doc.74-15874 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-333] 

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF 
NEW YORK 

Notice of Request for Exemption From Re¬ 
quirements Concerning Emergency Core 

Cooling System Performance 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2), 
certain nuclear power reactors which 
may be licensed for operation on or be¬ 
fore December 28, 1974, must achieve 
compliance with acceptance criteria for 
emergency core cooling systems (ECCS) 
published in Appendix K to 10 CFR 
Part 50, by August 5,1974, or by the time 
of initial operation, unless either (1) an 
extension of time for submission of the 
required ECCS performance evaluation 
has been approved by the Director of 
Regulation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46 (a) 
(2) (iii), or (2) an exemption from the 
operating requirements of 10 CFR 50.46 
(a) (2) (iv) has been granted by the Com¬ 
mission for good cause shown. As re¬ 
quired by § 50.46(a) (2) (vi), notice is 
hereby given that the Commission has re¬ 
ceived and is considering a request from 
the Power Authority of the State of New 
York for an exemption from the emer¬ 
gency core systems operating require¬ 
ments of § 50.46(a) (2) (iv) for the James 
A. Fitzpatrick Nuclear Power Plant until 
October 1,1975, or the first major refuel¬ 
ing outage, whichever is later. (The Di¬ 
rector of Regulation is separately pub¬ 
lishing notice of receipt and considera¬ 
tion of a request from the Power 
Authority of the State of New York for 
an extension until October 4, 1974 of 
the submittal date for the Fitzpatrick 
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Plant ECCS evaluation). Hie Power Au¬ 
thority is currently seeking authorization 
to operate the facility located in Oswego 
County, New York at steady-state power 
levels up to 2436 megawatts thermal. 

In support of its request for an exemp¬ 
tion from the schedule prescribed by 
§ 50.46(a) (2) (vi), the Power Authority 
of the State of New York states that it 
intends to comply with the ECCS criteria 
by means of certain LPCI equipment 
modifications; that until such modifica¬ 
tions can be performed either a tempo¬ 
rary derating of 5 percent to 10 percent 
or a change of fuel assembly design 
would be required to enable the plant to 
meet the ECCS criteria of Appendix K; 
and that a plant shutdown of approxi¬ 
mately one month to six weeks would be 
necessary to accomplish the proposed 
modifications. The Power Authority fur¬ 
ther states that in its view avoidance of 
the adverse impact of such a shutdown 
upon the power supply of the State of 
New York necessitates delaying the in¬ 
stallation associated with the proposed 
modification until the first major refuel¬ 
ing outage or until October 1, 1975, 
whichever is later; and that use of al¬ 
ternate fuel is presently impossible be¬ 
cause the originally designed fuel is ready 
for loading. The request is supported by 
the affidavit of Winthrop Toan. As¬ 
sistant Director of Power Operations, 
Power Authority of the State of New 
York. 

The request may be granted upon the 
findings that good cause has been shown, 
that it would be in the public interest 
to allow the licensee a specified addi¬ 
tional period of time within which to 
alter the operation of the facility in the 
manner required by § 50.46(a) (2) (iv), 
and that there is reasonable assurance 
that the granting of the exemption will 
not adversely affect the health and 
safety of the public. As an alternative 
to the present grant or denial of the 
specific relief requested, the Commission 
may also consider declining to act on the 
request at this time, without prejudice to 
the submittal of an exemption request 
concurrently with the ECCS evaluation. 
In the event the Commission determines 
to follow this course, the order may also 
provide that, if a request for exemption 
is submitted along with the ECCS 
evaluation, compliance with the operat¬ 
ing requirements of § 50.46 will not be 
required until the Commission has ruled 
upon the request or forty-five days have 
elapsed, whichever shall occur first. 

The Commission invites the submis¬ 
sion of views and comments by in¬ 
terested persons concerning the action 
to be taken on the request for exemp¬ 
tion. Such views and comments should 
be submitted in writing, addressed to the 
Secretary, U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20545, not later 
than July 24, 1974. Pursuant to 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (vi), the Director of Regu¬ 
lation shall submit his views on the re¬ 
quested exemption not later than 
July 29. 1974. 

A copy of the request for exemption 
dated June 20, 1974, and related corre¬ 


spondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., and at the 
Oswego City Library, 120 East Second 
Street, Oswego, New York 13126. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bendeh, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc.74-15873 Piled 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. 50-280, 50-281] 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 

Notice of Request for Exemption From Re¬ 
quirements Concerning Emergency Core 

Cooling System Performance 

As required by 10 CFR 50.46(a)(2), 
certain licensees must achieve compli¬ 
ance with acceptance criteria for emer¬ 
gency core cooling systems (ECCS) pub¬ 
lished hi Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 50. 
by August 5, 1974, unless either (1) an 
extension of time for submission of the 
required ECCS performance evaluation 
has been approved by the Director of 
Regulation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.46(a) 
(2)(iii), or (2) an exemption from the 
operating requirements of 10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (iv) has been granted by the 
Commission for good cause shown. As 
required by § 50.46(a) (2) (vi), notice is 
hereby given that the Commission has 
received and is considering a request 
from Virginia Electric and Power Com¬ 
pany for an extension of time until 
September 4, 1974, within which to re¬ 
quest an exemption from the emergency 
core cooling system operating require¬ 
ments of § 50.46 for the Surry Power 
Station, Units 1 and 2. (The Director of 
Regulation is separately publishing 
notice of receipt and consideration of a 
request from Virginia Electric and Power 
Company for an extension until Septem¬ 
ber 4, 1974 of the submittal date for the 
ECCS evaluation for Surry Power Sta¬ 
tion, Units 1 and 2.) The licensee is 
authorized by Facility Operating Li¬ 
censes DPR-32 and DPR-37 to operate 
the faculties located in Surry County. 
Virginia at power levels of 2441 mega¬ 
watts thermal each. 

In support of its request for an ex¬ 
tension of time, Virginia Electric and 
Power Company states that it does not 
expect to receive the ECCS evaluation 
from the NSSS vendor of Surry Units 
1 and 2 before July 20, 1974; that it wiU 
not know what, if any, derating of the 
facihties will be required for compliance 
with 10 CFR 50.46 until after it has 
reviewed the vendor’s analysis; and that, 
consequently, the information necessary 
to justify an ECCS exemption request 
(or to dismiss the possible need for one) 
wUl not be available within the time pe¬ 
riod prescribed by § 50.46(a) (2) (vi). The 
request for an extension of time within 
which to request an exemption is accom¬ 
panied by the supporting affidavit of 
WUliam C. Daley, Manager, Production 
Operations and Maintenance, at Virginia 
Electric and Power Company. 


The request may be granted upon the 
findings that good cause has been shown, 
that it would be in the public interest 
to allow the licensee a specified addi¬ 
tional period of time within which to 
alter the operation of the faculty in the 
manner required by 5 50.46(a) (2) (iv). 
and that there is reasonable assurance 
that the granting of the exemption will 
not adversely affect the health and safety 
of the public. As an alternative to the 
present grant or denial of the specific 
relief requested, the Commission may also 
consider declining to act on the request 
at this time, without prejudice to the 
submittal of an exemption request con¬ 
currently with the ECCS evaluation. In 
the event the Commission determines to 
foUow this course, the order may also 
provide that, if a request for exemption 
is submitted along with the ECCS evalu¬ 
ation, compliance with the operating re¬ 
quirements of § 50.46 wUl not be required 
until the Commission has ruled upon the 
request or forty-five days have elapsed, 
whichever shall occur first. 

The Commission invites the submis¬ 
sion of views and comments by inter¬ 
ested persons concerning the action to 
be taken on the request for exemption. 
Such views and comments should be sub¬ 
mitted in writing, addressed to the Sec¬ 
retary, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20545, not later than 
July 24. 1974. Pursuant to 10.CFR 50.46 
(a)(2)(vi). the Director of Regulation 
shall submit his views on the request not 
later than July 29,1974. 

A copy of the request dated June 20. 
1974, and related correspondence and 
documents are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington. D.C. at the Swem Library, 
College of William and Mary, Williams¬ 
burg, Virginia. 

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender. 

Secretary of the Commission. 

(PR Doc.74-15871 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 &m] 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal Property Management Regs.; 
Temporary Reg. E-32] 

FY 75 ADP SCHEDULE CONTRACT 
PROGRAM 

Policy and Procedure for Acquisition 

1. Purpose. This regulation sets forth 
changes in the fiscal year 1975 (FY 75) 
ADP Schedule contract program and 
provides policy and procedures govern¬ 
ing the acquisition of certain ADPE for 
utilization within the conterminous 48 
states. 

2. Effective date. This regulation is ef¬ 
fective July 1, 1974. 

3. Expiration date. This regulation ex¬ 
pires December 31, 1974. 

4. Applicability. The provisions of this 
regulation apply to all Federal agencies. 

5. Background. Changes in the mar¬ 
ketplace have made it practicable in 
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some cases to obtain competition on the 
Governments requirements for certain 
ADPE normally included on GSA’s an¬ 
nually negotiated noncompetitive ADP 
Schedule contracts. To capitalize on this 
competitive environment and to imple¬ 
ment the recent GAO recommendations 
relative to the competitive acquisition of 
ADPE, limitations are being placed on 
the use of ADP Schedule contracts. These 
limitations are designed to ensure maxi¬ 
mum practicable competition in the pro¬ 
curement of such equipment. Further, 
to minimize the workload involved in 
obtaining competition, the Master 
Terms and Conditions (MTC) have 
been and will continue to be negotiated 
with potential suppliers interested in 
competing on the Government's ADPE 
requirements. 

6 Policy. Use of FY 75 ADP Schedule 
contracts is subject to the limitations set 
forth below: 

a. Except as stated in paragraph 7a(l), 
a specific delegation of procurement 
authority (DPA) is required as set forth 
below: 

(1) Before an agency may issue orders 
against FY 75 ADP Schedule contracts 
to renew the lease of any central proc¬ 
essing unit (CPU), or ADPE system that 
includes a CPU, when such CPU is listed 
on the GSA-maintained Third Party 
ADPE Inventory which identifies ADPE 
for which there is viable competition. 
Copies of this inventory will be provided 
to all Federal agencies. ADPE acquired 
under any plan (i.e., fixed term, extended 
term rental, or other such plans) offered 
under an ADP Schedule contract, 
wherein payments are still due, shall be 
subject to the same conditions as leased 
ADPE in this regulation; or, 

(2) Before an agency may place an 
order against a FY 75 ADP Schedule con¬ 
tract for the initial acquisition of a CPU 
or an ADPE system that includes a CPU 
(except for (a) mini-computers and (b) 
those CPU’s where the ADP Schedule 
purchase piice, regardless of whether the 
actual mode of acquisition is lease or 
purchase, does not exceed $50,000); or, 

(3) Before converting from lease to 
purchase under a FY 75 ADP Schedule 
contract any CPU which is listed on the 
Third Party ADPE Inventory, or any 
specific make and model machine that 
can be cable connected to such a CPU. 
All mini-computers and those CPU’s 
where the ADP Schedule purchase price 
does not exceed $50,000 are exempt from 
the provisions of this paragraph. 

b. The GSA MTC shall be used to 
obtain maximum practicable competition 
for that category of ADPE procurements 
set forth in 6a(l), above. In addition, the 
MTC may be used, where practicable, to 
obtain competition on those categories of 
ADPE procurements referred to in 6a(2) 
and (3), above. 

c. Agencies may use the appropriate 
FY 75 ADP Schedule contracts for con¬ 
tinuation of rental of installed ADPE 
and for purchase of installed rented 
ADPE for those items which are not sub¬ 
ject to the conditions set forth in para¬ 
graphs 6a(l) and (3), above, subject to 
compliance with all applicable procure¬ 


ment regulations. If the ADPE is leased, 
renewal orders for this category of equip¬ 
ment may be issued for the entire fiscal 
year. 

d. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
this paragraph 6, ADPE available under 
GSA requirements-type contracts, which 
will meet the needs of the agency, shall 
be acquired under these mandatory con¬ 
tracts. 

7. Procedures —a. Renewal of installed 
leased equipment. The following proce¬ 
dures are applicable to the issuance of 
renewal orders against FY 75 ADP Sched¬ 
ule contracts for a CPU or a system 
which includes a CPU: 

(1) Agencies are granted a blanket 
delegation of procurement authority to 
issue renewal orders against FY 75 ADP 
Schedule contracts for all installed leased 
ADPE for the period July 1,1974, through 
December 31, 1974, in accordance with 
applicable procurement regulations. 

(2) GSA will forward the Third Party 
ADPE Inventory to all Federal agencies 
by August 1, 1974. At the same time, a 
schedule for submission of the necessary 
requests for delegation of procurement 
authority shall be provided to each 
agency. 

(3) GSA will take one of the follow¬ 
ing courses of action on each request for 
a delegation of procurement authority 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
7a(2), above; 

(a) Procure the ADPE under the MTC. 
or 

(b) Grant a DPA to the agency to pro¬ 
cure the ADPE under the MTC. or 

(c) Grant a DPA to the agency to con¬ 
tinue leasing the ADPE under the appro¬ 
priate ADP Schedule contract, provided 
there is sufficient evidence to clearly sup¬ 
port such a noncompetitive procurement. 

(4) Renewal orders may be issued for 
the entire fiscal year for any ADPE 
which does not appear on the Third 
Party ADPE Inventory. 

Note. —The requiring agency shall provide 
the specifications, special provisions, and any 
unique requirements for each procurement 
to be consummated under the MTC. 

b. New acquisition of ADPE. An agency 
procurement request (APR) shall be sub¬ 
mitted and a delegation of procurement 
authority obtained from GSA (see FPMR 
101-32.4) before an order may be placed 
against a FY 75 ADP Schedule contract 
which involves the new acquisition of a 
CPU or an ADPE system which includes 
a CPU. If a noncompetitive (sole source) 
procurement is contemplated, the APR 
shall include a copy of the findings and 
determination, or signed statement in 
lieu thereof, which supports the noncom¬ 
petitive procurement. Minicomputers are 
exempt from the requirement set forth 
in this paragraph as well as CPU’s, where 
the ADP Schedule purchase price, re¬ 
gardless of whether the actual mode of 
acquisition is lease or purchase, does not 
exceed $50,000. 

c. Conversions from lease to purchase. 
Agencies shall submit a request for dele¬ 
gation of procurement authority for each 
contemplated conversion from lease to 
purchase under FY 75 ADP Schedule con¬ 


tracts, wherein the proposed procure¬ 
ment action involves a CPU which is list¬ 
ed on the Third Party ADPE Inventory, 
or a specific make and model machine 
that can be cable connected to such a 
CPU. All minicomputers and those 
CPU’s where the ADP Schedule pur¬ 
chase price, does not exceed $50,000, are 
exempt from the provisions of this para¬ 
graph. These requests shall be accompa¬ 
nied by the agency's economic evaluation 
which supports the proposed procure¬ 
ment action. In response to each such 
request GSA will: 

(1) Conduct a competitive procure¬ 
ment for the ADPE in question, or 

(2) Grant a DPA to the agency for a 
competitive procurement, or 

(3) Authorize the agency to proceed 
with the purchase conversion under the 
appropriate ADP Schedule contract. 

8. Effect on other issuances. This regu¬ 
lation supplements and modifies the poli¬ 
cies in FPMR 101-32.403 and 101-32.404 
with respect to the procurement of 
ADPE. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 

Administrator of General Services. 

Junk 28.1974. 

IFR Doc.74-15706 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 ami 


COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

Executive Branch Position 

Notice is given of the executive 
branch’s position in respect to Commis¬ 
sion on Government Procurement Rec¬ 
ommendations A-38, B-ll, D-l, G-ll. 
G-17, and 0-20. 

Recommendation A-38. States that the 
procurement of professional sendees 
should be accomplished, so far as prac¬ 
tical, by using competitive proposals and 
negotiation procedures which take into 
account the technical competence of the 
proposers, the proposed concept of the 
end product, and the estimated cost of 
the project, including fee. This recom¬ 
mendation does not concern the pro¬ 
curement of architect-engineer services 
which is addressed in Volume 3, Part E of 
the Commission’s Report. The executive 
branch has adopted Recommendation A- 
38. Plans are to review both the Armed 
Services Procurement Regulation and the 
Federal Procurement Regulations to de¬ 
termine if existing coverage meets the 
thrust of the recommendation. If addi¬ 
tional coverage is found to be needed, 
private sector views, as appropriate, may 
be solicited during the regulatory de¬ 
velopment process. 

Recommendation B-ll. Calls for the 
executive branch to encourage the use of 
prenegotiated master agreements cover¬ 
ing standard terms and conditions which 
when executed should be used on a work 
order basis by all agencies and for all 
types of research and development 
(R&D) performers. The use of such basic 
agreements is already authorized by the 
Armed Services Procurement Regulation 
(ASPR) and the Federal Procurement 
Regulations (FPR). However, their use 
is subject to certain limitations intended 
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to safeguard against inappropriate reli¬ 
ance on such agreements. It is the ex¬ 
ecutive branch position that the use of 
basic agreements should be encouraged 
when otherwise appropriate and action 
is being initiated to further encourage 
their use in respect to R&D via the ASPR 
and FPR. This action is believed to be 
consistent with the Commission’s in¬ 
tent and will serve to implement Rec¬ 
ommendation B-il. This matter is being 
referred for implementation in the ASPR 
and FPR. 

Recommendation D-l. Calls for the 
executive branch to improve the system 
for collecting and dissemination of sta¬ 
tistics on procurement to meet Congres¬ 
sional. executive branch and industry 
needs. The executive branch has adopted 
the recommendation. An interagency 
committee is being established to imple¬ 
ment this recommendation and to exer¬ 
cise control over those data elements to 
be collected by the system. Inquiries con¬ 
cerning any aspects of this matter may 
be addressed to the General Services Ad¬ 
ministration (AMC), Washington, D.C. 
20405. 

Recommendation G-ll. Concerns the 
Government’s payment of interest on 
successful contractor claims awarded by 
administrative and judicial forums. The 
executive branch has adopted this rec¬ 
ommendation. The thrust of this recom¬ 
mendation has already been incorporated 
in both the Armed Services Procurement 
Regulation (ASPR) and the Federal Pro¬ 
curement Regulations (FPR). No imple¬ 
mentation document other than this no¬ 
tice will be issued. 

Recommendation G-17. Concerns the 
General Accounting Office (GAO) con¬ 
tinuing its practice of recommending 
termination for convenience of the Gov¬ 
ernment of improperly awarded con¬ 
tracts in appropriate instances. The ex¬ 
ecutive branch has adopted this recom¬ 
mendation on the basis that it has no 
objection to the practice. Since the thrust 
of this recommendation is already cur¬ 
rent GAO practice, no implementation 
document other than this notice will be 
issued. 

Recommendation G-20. Concerns the 
conduct by GAO of periodic reviews of 
agency award protest procedures and 
practices. The executive branch has 
adopted this recommendation. Because 
the general thrust of the recommenda¬ 
tion is already a matter of interest to 
the GAO, no specific implementation 
document other than this notice will be 
issued. 

Dated at Washington, D.C.; on July 1, 
1974. 

R. E. Zechman, 

Acting Associate Administrator 
lor Federal Management Policy. 

I PR Doc.74-15707 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am) 


SPECIAL STUDY COMMITTEE ON THE SE¬ 
LECTION OF ARCHITECTS AND ENGI¬ 
NEERS 

Notice of Termination 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of termination of the 


GSA Special Study Committee on the 
Selection of Architects and Engineers, 
on June 30, 1974. 

The Special Study Committee com¬ 
pleted its work in response to the Admin¬ 
istrator’s request to conduct an inde¬ 
pendent and comprehensive study of 
GSA’s A-E selection procedures. The 
findings, conclusions, and recommenda¬ 
tions were submitted to the Administra¬ 
tor on June 10, including six subcom¬ 
mittee reports and related materials 
which were an integral part of the Com¬ 
mittee’s study. 

Dated: July 3,1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 

Administrator. 

|PR Doc.74-16724 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


Public Buildings Service 

fWildUfe Order 119] 

CARIBBEAN BUREAU, FOREIGN BROAD- 

CAST INFORMATION SERVICE, CO- 

ROZO, BARRIO BOQUERON, PUERTO 

RICO, Z—PR—474 

Transfer of Property 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Public Law 
537, Eightieth Congress, approved May 
19, 1948 (16 U.S.C. 667c). notice is hereby 
given that: 

1. By letter from the General Services 
Administration, New York, New York, 
Regional Office, dated May 20, 1974, ap¬ 
proximately 587.23 acres of land im¬ 
proved with 5 buildings, identified as the 
Caribbean Bureau, Foreign Broadcast 
Information Service, kilometer 5.4, Road 
301, Barrio Boqueron, Puerto Rico, were 
transferred to the Department of the In¬ 
terior for use by the Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife. 

2. The above described property was 
conveyed for wildlife conservation pur¬ 
poses in accordance with the provisions 
of Section 1 of said Public Law 537 (16 
U.S.C. 667b). as amended, by Public Law 
92-432. 

Dated: June 29, 1974. 

L. F. Roush, 
Commissioner> 
Public Buildings Service. 

|PR Doc.74-15705 Plied 7-9-74;8:45 am] 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 

Lists of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on July 5, 1974 (44 USC 
3509). The purpose of publishing this 
list in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 


the name of the reviewer or reviewing 
division within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the 
proposed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant 
issues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529). 

New Forms 

DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 

National Bureau of Standards: 

Dental Service Provider Questionnaire, 
Form NBS 972, Annual. Reese, Dentists/ 
Office "personnel nationwide. 

Dental Service Data Card, Form NBS 784, 
Annual, Reese, Patients aud dental as¬ 
sistants nationwide. 

Departmental: Business Owner Question¬ 
naire, Form __ Single time, EGO/ 

Hulett, Business firms. 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Form Letter re: Guide to Archives and 

Manuscripts, Form__ Single time, Evin- 

ger, Institutions having manuscript col¬ 
lections. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Social and Rehabilitation Service: “Flash" 
Reporting of Selected Program Data. Form 
SRS NCSS 124, Monthly, Sunderhauf, 
State welfare/medicaid Agencies. 

DEPARTMENT OP LABOR 

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Pay Adjustments 
for White Collar Workers. Form BLS 3061, 
Single time. Raynsford, Establishments in 
the PATC Survey. 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Home Counseling Analysis. Form 26-8710, 
Occasional, Caywood, Minority home 
buyers. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Departmental: Title HI Area Agency on 
Aging/Project Summary Form, Form OS 
28-74, Occasional, Lowry, Grantee agency. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Departmental: Claims Activity and Person¬ 
nel Information, Form CHAMPUS 178, 
Monthly. Evlnger, Administrators of medi¬ 
cal program. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Community Planning and Development: 
“Application for Loan and Grant" Urban 
Renewal Program, Form HUD 612, Occa¬ 
sional, CVAD (x). 

“Semiannual Progress Report” Code En¬ 
forcement Grant Project, Form HUD 
6172, Annual. CVAD (x). 

“Semiannual Progress Report” Demolition 
Grant Project, Form HUD 6192, Annual. 
CVAD (x). 

“Certificate of Completion" Interim As¬ 
sistance Grant Program, Form HUD 
6385, Occasional, CVA (x). 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 
]FR Doc.74-15824 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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[Notice of Disaster Loan Area 1077] 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

ALASKA 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan 
Availability 

As a result of the President’s 
declaration of the State of Alaska as a 
major disaster area following recurring 
cold weather and severe freezes in the 
spawning grounds of the red salmon 
which have caused economic injuries 
and dislocations because of lack of 
salmon in the Bristol Bay area, begin¬ 
ning on or about May 6, 1974, applica¬ 
tions for disaster relief loans will be ac¬ 
cepted by the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration from victims in the following 
areas: Bristol Bay Division and Bristol 
Bay Borough Census District, and adja¬ 
cent affected areas. Adjacent areas in¬ 
clude only counties within the state for 
which the declaration is made and do 
not extend beyond state lines. 

Applications may be filed at the: 

SmaU Business Administration 
District Office 

Suite 200, Anchorage Legal Center 
1016 West Sixth Avenue 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

and at such temporary offices as are 
established. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locally. 

Applications for economic injury dis¬ 
aster loans under this announcement 
must be filed not later than March 19, 
1975. 

Dated: June28,1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc.74-15718 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


(Notice of Disaster Loan Area 1072; Amdt. 3) 

ILLINOIS 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan 
Availability 

As a result of the President’s declara¬ 
tion of the State of Illinois as a major 
disaster area following severe storms and 
flooding beginning on or about May 17, 
1974, and ending June 30, 1974, applica¬ 
tions for disaster relief loans will be ac¬ 
cepted by the SmaU Business Adminis¬ 
tration from disaster victims in the 
foUowlng additional County: Du Page, 
and adjacent affected areas. Adjacent 
areas include only counties within the 
state for which the declaration is made 
and do not extend beyond state lines. 
(See 39 PR 22195 and 24066) 

Application may be filed at the: 

SmaU Business Administration 
Regional Office 
219 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

and at such temporary offices as are es¬ 
tablished. Such addresses wifi be an¬ 
nounced locaUy. 

Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed not 
later than August 26,1974. 

Dated: June 28,1974. 

Thomas 8. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc.74-15717 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am] 


[Notice of Disaster Loan Area 1076J 
MISSOURI 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan 
Availability 

As a result of the President’s declara¬ 
tion of the State of Missouri as a major 
disaster area following severe storms and 
flooding beginning on or about May 17, 
1974, applications for disaster relief loans 
will be accepted by the SmaU Business 
Administration from disaster victims in 
the foUowing additional Counties: Au¬ 
drain, Barry, Clark, Greene, Newton, 
Pike, and Ralls, and adjacent affected 
areas. Adjacent areas include only 
counties within the state for which the 
declaration is made and do not extend 
beyond state lines. (See 39 F.R. 22196.) 

Applications may be filed at the: 

SmaU Business Administration 
District Office 
911 Walnut Street 
•Kansas City, Missouri 64106 

and at such temporary offices as are es¬ 
tablished. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locaUy. 

Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed not 
later than August 21, 1974. 

Dated: June 28, 1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc.74-15716 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


[License No. 09/09-0173 J 

SECURITY BENEFICIAL INVESTMENT 
CORP. 

Notice of Application for a License 

Notice is hereby given concerning the 
filing of an application with the SmaU 
Business Administration (SBA) pursu¬ 
ant to Section 107.102 of the Regulations 
governing small business investment 
companies (SBIC’s) (13 C.FJR. Section 
107.102 (1974)), under the name of 
Security Beneficial Investment Corpora¬ 
tion, 3520 Long Beach Boulevard, Suite 
206-207, Long Beach, California 90807, 
for a Ucense to operate In the State of 
California as an SBIC under the provi¬ 
sions of the SmaU Business Investment 
Act of 1958 (Act), as amended (15 U.S.C. 
661 et seq.). 

The proposed officers, directors and 
principal stockholders are: 

Dr. James H. Jen Kin, 16372 MarufTa Circle, 
Huntington Beach, California, President, 
Director, 17.3 percent. 

Dr. George Wong, Jr.. 3281 Pine Avenue. Long 
Beach, California, Vice President, 12.3 per¬ 
cent. 

6tanley J. Jay, 11685 Gorham Avenue. Los 
Angeles. California, Secretary-Treasurer. 
Luke L. Cheng, 4240 Levelstde Avenue, Lake- 
wood, California. Manager, 9.8 percent. 

Dr. Katherine E. White, 1981 Molino Avenue, 
Signal Hill, California. Director, 12.3 per¬ 
cent. 

Allan J. Blink, 15728 East Dubesor Street, 
Valinda, California, Director. 

Maximo Company, 2777 Pacific Avenue, Suite 
K, Long Beach, California, 11.1 percent. 

The company will begin operations 
with an initial capitalization of 
$405,000. No concentration in any partic¬ 
ular industry is planned. The applicant 


Intends to make investments in small 
business concerns, with growth poten¬ 
tial, located primarily within the State 
of California. 

Matters involved in SBA’s considera¬ 
tion of the application include the gen¬ 
eral business reputation and character 
of the proposed owners and management, 
and the probability of successful opera¬ 
tions of the new company under their 
management, including adequate prof¬ 
itability and financial soundness, in ac¬ 
cordance with the Act and Regulations. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
July ?5. 1974, submit to SBA, in writing, 
relevant comments on the proposed com¬ 
pany. Any communication should be ad¬ 
dressed to: Deputy Associate Adminis¬ 
trator for Investment, Small Business 
Administration, 1441 “L" Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20416. 

A copy of this Notice shall be published 
in a newspaper of general circulation in 
Long Beach, California. 

Dated: June 28,1974. 

James Thomas Phelan, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment . 

[FR Doc.74-16715 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

STATION COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec¬ 
tion V,. Review Procedure and Hearing 
Rules, Station Committee on Educa¬ 
tional Allowances that on July 24, 1974, 
at 10 o’clock a.m., the Huntington Re¬ 
gional Office Station Committee on Edu¬ 
cational Allowances shall at the Federal 
Building, 502 8th Street, Huntington, 
West Virginia, conduct a hearing to de¬ 
termine whether Veterans Administra¬ 
tion benefits to all eligible persons en¬ 
rolled in Huntington Airport, Inc., P.O. 
Box 1679, Huntington, West Virginia 
25717, should be discontinued, as pro¬ 
vided in 38 CFR 21.4134, because a re¬ 
quirement of law is not being met or a 
provision of the law has been violated. 
All interested persons shall be permitted 
to attend, appear before, or file state¬ 
ments with the committee at that time 
and place. 

Dated: July 3,1974. 

Harry W. Piper, 
Director , VA Regional Office, 
502 8th Street , Huntington, 
WV 25701. 

|FR Doc.74-15744 FUed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Manpower Administration 

FEDERAL COMMITTEE ON 
APPRENTICESHIP 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Committee on Apprenticeship, estab¬ 
lished under Section 2 of the National 
Apprenticeship Act (P.L. 75-309, 29 
U.S.C. 50a) and the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-463, 5 
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U.S.C. App.) will meet on July 23, 1974, 
starting at 9:30 a.m. in Conference Room 
B, Departmental Auditorium, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW.» Washington, 

D.C. 

The agenda will include presentations 
and discussions related to: 

1. Committee Swearing-In and Organiza¬ 
tion 

2. Orientation 

3. Overview of the MA and the Relation¬ 
ship of BAT to General Manpower Effort. 

4. Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training 
and role of FCA 

5. CETA (Comprehensive Employment and 
Training Act) 

6. BAT Staffing 

7. FCA Consideration of 29 CFR Part 29 
Labor Standards for the Registration of Ap¬ 
prenticeship Programs 

Members of the public are invited to 
attend the proceedings. Any written data 
or views concerning the subjects to be 
considered which are received by the 
Committee by July 19,1974, together with 
25 duplicate copies, will be provided to 
the members and will be included in the 
record of the meeting. Communications 
to the Executive Secretary should be ad¬ 
dressed as follows: 

M. M. Winters 

Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training, MA 

U.S. Dept, of Labor 

601 D St. NW (Rm 5434) 

Washington, D.C. 20213 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3rd 
day of July 1974. 

William H. Kolberc, 
Assistant Secretary for Manpower. 

[FR Doc.74-16774 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

STANDARDS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
MARINE TERMINAL FACILITIES 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that a Standards 
Advisory Committee on Marine Terminal 
Facilities, established under section 7(b) 
of the Williams-Steiger Occupational 
Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C. 
656). will meet on Tuesday, July 23, and 


Wednesday. July 24, 1974, starting at 9 
a.m. in the Eldorado Room, Jack Tarr 
Hotel on Van Ness Avenue and Geary 
Street, San Francisco, California. 

The Standards Advisory Committee on 
Marine Terminal Facilities will review 
the proposed safety regulations, Safety 
and Health Regulations for Longshoring, 
with respect to the (1) Scope and Defini¬ 
tions applicable to Marine Terminal and 
(2) Marine Terminal Facilities, to rec¬ 
ommend proposed Standards to the As¬ 
sistant Secretary of Labor for Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health. 

Written data, views, or arguments con¬ 
cerning the subjects to be considered 
may be filed, together with 20 copies 
thereof, with the Committee Manage¬ 
ment Officer by close of business July 17, 
1974. Such submissions may also be filed 
with the Committee Management Officer 
at the meeting. Any such submissions 
will be provided to the members of the 
committee and will be included in the 
record of the meeting. 

Persons wishing to make an oral pres¬ 
entation to the committee should submit 
a written request to be heard, together 
with 20 copies thereof, to the Committee 
Management Officer no later than the 
close of business July 17, 1974. The re¬ 
quest must contain the name of the per¬ 
son who wishes to make a presentation, 
who he represents, a short summary of 
the intended presentation, and an esti¬ 
mate of the amount of time that will be 
needed. Oral presentations will be sched¬ 
uled at the discretion of the committee 
Chairman, starting at 4:00 p.m. on Tues¬ 
day, July 23,1974. 

Communications should be addressed 
to: 

A. W. Campbell 

Committee Management Office 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

1726 M Street. N.W. Room 200 
Washington, D.C. 20210 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3d 
day of July, 1974. 

John Stender, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor . 

|FR Doc.74-15773 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 amj 


Office of the Secretary 
RCA CORP. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of 

Eligibility of Workers To Apply for Ad¬ 
justment Assistance 

The Department of Labor has received 
a Tariff Commission report containing an 
affirmative finding under section 301(c) 
(2) of the Trade Expansion Act of 1962 
with respect to its investigation of a 
petition for determination of eligibility 
to apply for adjustment assistance filed 
on behalf of workers and former work¬ 
ers of the Woodbridge, New Jersey plant 
of the RCA Corporation, New York, New 
York (TEA-W-234). 

In view of the report and the respon¬ 
sibilities delegated to the Secretary of 
Labor under section 8 of Executive Order 
11075 (28 FR 473), the Director, Office 
of Foreign Economic Policy, Bureau of 
International Labor Affairs, has Insti¬ 
tuted an investigation, as provided in 29 
CFR 90.5 and this notice. The investiga¬ 
tion relates to the determination of 
whether any of the group of workers 
covered by the Tariff Commission report 
should be certified as eligible to apply 
for adjustment assistance, provided for 
under Title in. Chapter 3, of the Trade 
Expansion Act of 1962, including the 
determination of related subsidiary sub¬ 
jects and matters, such as the date un¬ 
employment or underemployment began 
or threatened to begin and the subdivi¬ 
sion of the Arm involved to be specified 
in any certification to be made, as more 
specifically provided in Subpart B of 
29 CFR Part 90. 

Interested persons should submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments relating 
to the subject of investigation to the 
Director, Office of Foreign Economic 
Policy, U.S. Department of Labor. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. on or before July 18, 1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 2d 
day of July 1974. 

Gloria G. Vernon, 
Director , Office of 
Foreign Economic Policy. 

(FR Doc.74-15905 Filed 7-9-74:8:45 am) 
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Title 33—Navigation and Navigable 
Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER P—PORTS AND WATERWAYS 
SAFETY 

ICOD 73-158R1 

PART 161—VESSEL TRAFFIC SYSTEMS 

These amendments contain rules for 
vessels operating in the vessel traffic sys¬ 
tem that the Coast Guard operates in 
Puget Sound, Washington, and adjacent 
waters. The communication rules, the 
vessel movement reporting rules, and 
the additional rules for vessel operation 
in Rosario Strait apply to the same ves¬ 
sels that are subject to the bridge-to- 
bridge radiotelephone regulations in Part 
26 of Title 33, Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions. The navigation rules for operation 
in the traffic separation scheme, except 
§ 161.156(a), apply to all vessels includ¬ 
ing small craft. 

Interested persons were notified of the 
opportunity to participate in this rule- 
making proceeding by the notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking published in the 
Federal Register of August 6, 1973 (38 
FR 21228-35). A public hearing concern¬ 
ing these rules was held in Seattle, 
Washington, on August 30, 1973. Except 
as noted and discussed in the following 
paragraphs, the rules as proposed have 
been adopted without substantive 
changes. 

1. Five comments were received in re¬ 
sponse to the notice of proposed rule- 
making concerning the requirements for 
a vessel moored or anchored in the VTS 
Area to make the Initial and follow-up 
reports. Two of the comments stated 
that these two reports are unnecessar¬ 
ily complicated and that for a vessel at a 
pier or anchorage one report made at 
the time of getting underway is suffi¬ 
cient. A third comment made the ob¬ 
jection that the reports are a burden on 
the master who must be concerned with 
voyage preparations during the last hour 
before sailing. The other two comments 
questioned whether these reports will be 
required for a vessel changing berths in 
a port and, if so, whether they can be 
made by someone other than the master 
or pilot who are often not on board the 
vessel during this operation. 

The requirements for vessels moored or 
anchored in the VTS Area to make the 
initial and follow-up reports are adopted 
in the final rules. The information that 
these reports provide is needed to advise 
vessels in the VTS Area of movement of 
the reporting vessel. To facilitate making 
these reports, however, the time periods 
within which they must be made have 
been changed in §8 161.128 and 161.130 
to allow both of them to be made at the 
same time. Both reports are required for 
a vessel changing berths in a port. If the 
master is not on board or is unable to 
make the reports himself, he still has the 
responsibility to insure that these re¬ 
ports are made in his absence. 

2. Two comments on the notice asked 
who will be subject to penalties for viola¬ 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

tions of the rules. These comments were 
concerned in particular about the obliga¬ 
tions of the master, pilot, and shipowner. 
Because of these comments, the final 
rules clarify who is required to comply 
with them. The proposed definition of 
‘‘operator” has been deleted; in each 
operating rule the obligation to comply 
with the rule has been placed upon the 
master; and, a § 161.104 has been added 
providing that no person may cause or 
authorize the operation of a vessel in the 
VTS Area contrary to the operating 
rules. Thus, the master of a vessel is re¬ 
quired to comply with each of the op¬ 
erating rules, and he is subject to 
penalties for violating these rules. A 
shipowner, shipping agent, pilot or other 
person, as defined in §161.103(g), who 
authorizes or causes the operation of the 
vessel in violation of an operating rule, 
is in violation of § 161.104 and subject to 
a penalty. 

3. Proposed 8 160.33(a) provided that 
compliance with certain reporting rules 
would not be required during radio fail¬ 
ure. Thus, this proposed rule in effect 
provided for continued vessel operation 
in the yTS Area during radio failure. To 
allow continued operation, however, com¬ 
pliance with the radio monitoring re¬ 
quirement in § 161.120 cannot be re¬ 
quired during radio failure. Therefore, 
5 161.133 provides that compliance with 
8 161.120 is not required during radio 
failure. 

4. Three comments made recom¬ 
mendations concerning the use of radio 
equipment. These recommendations were 
that— 

(1) All ves sels should be required to 
carry a VHF radiotelephone and back¬ 
up communications equipment when op¬ 
erating in the VTS Area; 

(2) The proposed radio failure rule 
in § 160.33 of the notice should be 
dropped; and 

(3) The radio failure rule should not 
apply to vessels carrying dangerous or 
environmentally hazardous cargo. 

These recommendations are not adopted 
in the final rules. If all vessels used VHF 
radiotelephones when operating in the 
VTS Area, saturation of the VTS fre¬ 
quency (channel 13) could Impair the 
use of the frequency for transmitting re¬ 
ports and navigational information. 
Therefore, the large number of small ves¬ 
sels that operate in the VTS Area are not 
required by the final rules to carry VHF 
radiotelephones. The proposals to re¬ 
quire carriage of back-up communica¬ 
tions equipment and to delete the radio 
failure rule cannot be justified when con¬ 
sidering the reliability of VHF-FM equip¬ 
ment. Also, a vessel experiencing radio 
failure must still be operated in com¬ 
pliance with the adopted TSS rules and 
the Rosario Strait rules. 

5. Proposed § 160.36 contained a list 
of reports that ferry vessels operated in 
the VTS Area on a schedule and route 
that crosses the TSS would not have to 
make. Section 161.136(a) adds the final 
report to this list. For a ferry vessel that 
has submitted its schedule to the VTC 
before operating in the VTS Area, the in¬ 


formation in the final report duplicates 
information in the schedule. 

6. Section 160.38 of the notice, which 
proposed voluntary procedures for re¬ 
porting hazardous circumstances to the 
VTC, is not adopted as a final rule. The 
revised operations manual under prepa¬ 
ration for the Puget Sound vessel traffic 
system will include these procedures. 

7. Several comments were received 
concerning the small vessel navigation 
rule proposed in 5 160.58 of the notice. 
Proposed 8 160.58 would prohibit a small 
vessel, and any other vessel not required 
by the Bridge-to-Bridge Radiotelephone 
Act to have a radiotelephone on board, 
from impeding the safe passage of any 
vessel navigating in the TSS that is re¬ 
quired to carry a radiotelephone. Two 
comments recommended that a small 
vessel not be allowed to operate in a 
traffic lane because of the hazard it can 
create when a large vessel proceeding in 
the traffic lane lias to take evasive ac¬ 
tion to avoid the small vessel. Two com¬ 
ments recommended that a small vessel 
not be allowed to operate in a traffic 
lane unless it complies with the com¬ 
munication and vessel movement report¬ 
ing rules. Another comment suggested 
that any vessel entering a traffic lane 
should be prohibited from impeding the 
safe passage of a large vessel proceeding 
in the traffic lane. Two comments recom¬ 
mended that proposed 8 160.58 not be 
adopted because the rule is inconsistent 
with the Inland Rules of the Road (33 
U.S.C. 151-232) and unfairly subordi¬ 
nates the interests of small vessel opera¬ 
tors in the Puget Sound area to the in¬ 
terests of large commercial vessels. One 
comment stated that a large vessel pro¬ 
ceeding in a traffic lane could have con¬ 
siderable difficulty ascertaining whether 
another vessel crossing the traffic lane 
from starboard of the large vessel was 
privileged under Article 19 of the Inland 
Rules of the Road or whether it was re¬ 
quired under the proposed rule to give 
way to the larger vessel. One comment 
suggested that the presence of fishing 
vessels in a traffic lane is a problem that 
the proposed voluntary procedures for re¬ 
porting hazardous circumstances in 
§ 160.38 might alleviate without adopting 
proposed 8 160.58. 

Because of the objections raised by the 
comments, the Coast Guard has decided 
not to adopt proposed small vessel navi¬ 
gation rule. However, small vessels op¬ 
erating in and near the TSS will have to 
comply with the adopted TSS rules that 
apply to them, and other existing laws 
and regulations. 

The adopted TSS rules, except §161.156 
(a), apply to the operation of all vessels. 
Thus, both large and small vessels are 
prohibited from anchoring in the TSS: 
they must follow the prescribed direction 
of traffic while in the TSS; and they may 
join, leave, or cross a traffic lane only 
in the prescribed manner. Also, the re¬ 
vised operations manual will caution 
small vessel operators to avoid hazardous 
meeting and crossing situations with 
larger vessels proceeding in the TSS. 

In addition to the TSS rules, the statu¬ 
tory Inland Rules of the Road and the 
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Puget Sound gill net fishing rule (33 CFR 
206.93) also apply to small vessels in the 
VTS Area. Of particular significance is 
Article 26 of the Inland Rules of the 
Road which provides in part that a ves¬ 
sel engaged in fishing does not have the 
right to obstruct a fairway used by other 
vessels. The traffic lanes in the TSS are 
fairways to which Article 26 applies. 

8. In the proposed notice, precaution¬ 
ary area “SA”, which is located 3.2 miles 
southwest of Point Partridge on Whid- 
bey Island, was described with a radius 
of 2,500 yards. In §161.187(f) this radius 
is increased to 3,000 yards to encompass 
the intersection of each traffic lane and 
separation zone that leads into that pre¬ 
cautionary area. 

9. The National Ocean Survey found 
several minor errors when checking the 
latitude and longitude coordinates de¬ 
scribing the VTS Area and its compo¬ 
nents. These errors are corrected in the 
final rules. 

10. Two comments asked what the 
qualifications of the VTC personnel are 
and to what extent will they direct the 
movement of vessels in the VTS Area. 
The staff in the VTC performs under the 
direct supervision of a commissioned offi¬ 
cer on watch. All personnel in the VTC 
receive on-the-job training before as¬ 
signment to a position of responsibility 
on watch. Section 161.107 authorizes the 
VTC to direct the time of vessel move¬ 
ment in a hazardous area. 

11. Three comments recommended 
that speed limits be established in the 
VTS Area. Since the subject of vessel 
speed was not addressed in the notice of 
proposed rule making, speed limits are 
not established in the final rules. The 
Commander, 13th Coast Guard District, 
has been directed to study the need for 
speed limits in the Puget Sound VTS 
Area and make appropriate recommen¬ 
dations for necessary regulations. 

12. Two comments recommended that 
a radar system be established to moni¬ 
tor the positions and movements of all 
vessels in the VTS Area. The Coast 
Guard is establishing a radar network 
tliat will cover Admiralty Inlet and 
Puget Sound from Point Partridge to Ap¬ 
ple Cove Point. The Coast Guard has 
analyzed vessel traffic density and pat¬ 
terns, port marine casualties, prevailing 
weather conditions, and the hazards as¬ 
sociated with various kinds of vessels. 
This analysis reveals that radar coverage 
is needed primarily in the area selected. 
Information provided by the radar will 
be used to assist vessels in the area cov¬ 
ered by the radar network. 

13. One comment recommended that a 
vessel carrying dangerous or environ¬ 
mentally hazardous cargo not be allowed 
to operate in the VTS Area unless its 
radar, if any, is operating and manned 
during periods of reduced visibility and 
unless the vessel is free of all conditions 
that may affect its navigation such as 
fire on board or defective mechanical or 
electrical equipment. A requirement for 
use of radar aboard vessels carrying haz¬ 


ardous cargoes in the VTS Area was not 
addressed in the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking. This matter will be given 
further study. 

14. One comment recommended that 
the VTS Area be enlarged to encompass 
all of the Strait of Juan de Fuca. Another 
comment recommended that the present 
TSS in Rosario Strait and the Strait of 
Juan de Fuca connecting Port Angeles 
and Cherry Point be supplemented with 
an alternate route passing through Haro 
Strait and Boundary Pass. A joint United 
States-Canadian vessel traffic system is 
presently under study for both of these 
areas, and the VTS rules adopted in this 
document do not preclude vessels from 
using the alternate route through Haro 
Strait and Boundary Pass. 

15. One comment recommended that 
the southbound traffic lane connecting 
precautionary areas “SA’' and “RB” be 
moved to avoid passing over the south¬ 
ern tip of the shoal at Partridge Bank. 
Tills recommendation has not been 
adopted in the final rules. The minimum 
water depth in the traffic lane that passes 
over the shoal is 8 fathoms at mean lower 
low water, which is deep enough for safe 
navigation of most vessels in the south¬ 
bound traffic lane. The master of a vessel 
who determines that his vessel should not 
transit the southbound lane past this 
shoal may obtain authorization from the 
VTC to navigate in the separation zone 
or northbound traffic lane. 

16. In a ccordance with the regulations 
in 40 CFR 1500.13 issued by the Council 
on Environmental Quality, the ongoing 
and proposed activities associated with 
the Puget Sound Vessel Traffic System 
are being made the subject of an environ¬ 
mental assessment to determine whether 
they individually or collectively have a 
significant effect on the environment. In 
this regard, a draft environmental im¬ 
pact statement for the proposed radar 
addition to the VTS has been prepared. 
Copies of the draft may be obtained from 
Commandant (G-WEP-2), U.S. Coast 
Guard, Washington, D.C. 20590. 

17. These rules become effective on 
September 30, 1974. The period before 
the effective date will allow users of the 
vessel traffic system to obtain both the 
revised operations manual, which is be¬ 
ing prepared, and the current editions of 
the charts for the Puget Sound area. 

18. In the Federal Register of March 
1, 1974 (39 FR 7948-9), notice was given 
that the rules in this document would be 
added to the Code of Federal Regulations 
as a new part 161 rather than as a new 
part 160 and that the new Subchapter P 
containing parts 160-169 would be en¬ 
titled “Ports and Waterways Safety." 
The rules in this document are being 
added as a new subpart B of part 161, and 
subpart A is reserved for general rules 
applicable to all vessel traffic systems. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Chapter I of Title 33 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended by adding a 
new Subchapter P consisting at this time 
of Part 161 to read as follows: 


Subpart A—[Reserved] 

Subpart B—Puget Sound Vessel Traffic System 

General Rules 

Sec. 

161.101 Purpose and applicability. 

161.103 Definitions. 

161.104 Vessel operation In the VTS Area. 

161.105 Laws and regulations not affected. 
161.107 VTC directions. 

161.109 Authorization to deviate from, these 
rules. 

161.111 Emergencies. 

Communication Rules 

161:120 Radio listening watch. 

161.122 Radiotelephone equipment, 

161.124 English language. 

161.126 Time. 

161.123 Initial report. 

161.130 Follow-up report. 

161.131 Final report. 

161.133 Radio failure. 

161.134 Report of emergency or radio fail¬ 

ure. 

161.135 Report of impairment to the op¬ 

eration of the vessel. 

161.136 Ferry vessels. 

Vessel Movement Reporting Rules 
161.143 Movement reports. 

Traffic Separation Scheme Rules 

161.150 Vessel operation In the TSS, 

161.152 Direction of traffic. 

161.154 Anchoring in the TSS. 

161.156 Joining, leaving, and crossing a 
traffic lane. 

Rosario Strait Rules 

161.170 Communications in Rosario Strait. 
161.172 Report before entering Rosario 
Strait. 

161.174 Entering Rosario Strait. 
Descriptions and Geographic Coordinates 

161.180 VTS Area. 

161.183 Separation zones. 

161.185 Traffic lanes. 

161.187 Precautionary areas. 

161.188 Temporary precautionary areas. 

161.189 Reporting points. 

Authority: Sec. 104. Pub. L. 92-340. 86 
Stat. 424 (33 U.S.C. 1224); 37 FR 21943. 49 
CFR 1.46(0) (4) * 

Subpart A—[Reserved] 

Subpart B —Puget Sound Vessel Traffic 
System 

General Rules 

§ 161.101 Purpose and Applicability. 

(a) This subpart prescribes rules for 
vessel operation in the Puget Sound 
vessel traffic system area (VTS Area) to 
prevent collisions and groundings and 
to protect the navigable waters of the 
VTS Area from environmental harm re¬ 
sulting from collisions and groundings. 

(b) The General Rules in §§ 161.101- 
161.111 and the TSS Rules in §§ 161.150- 
161.154 and § 161.156 (b) and (c) of this 
subpart apply to the operation of all 
vessels. 

(c) The Communication Rules in 
§§ 161.120-161.136, the Vessel Movement 


1 Note: Sections 106 and 107 of Public Law 
92-340 (33 US.C. 1226-1227) prescribe civil 
and criminal penalties for violations of the 
rules in this part. 
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Reporting Rules in § 161.142, the TSS 
Rule in § 161.156(a), and the Rosario 
Strait Rules in §§ 161.170-161.174 of this 
subpart apply only to the operation of— 

(1) Each vessel of 300 or more gross 
tons that is propelled by machinery; 

(2) Each vessel of 100 or more gross 
tons that is carrying one or more pas¬ 
sengers for hire; 

(3) Each commercial vessel of 26 feet 
or over in length engaged in towing an¬ 
other vessel astern, alongside, or by 
pushing ahead; and 

(4) Each dredge and floating plant. 

§ 161.103 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart— 

(a) “Vessel traffic center" (VTC) 
means the shore based facility that op¬ 
erates the Puget Sound vessel traffic 
system. 

(b) “Vessel traffic system area" (VTS 
Area) means the area described in 
I 161.180 of this part. 

(c) “Traffic separation scheme'* 
(TSS) means the network of traffic 
lanes, separation zones, and precaution¬ 
ary areas in the VTS Area. 

(d) “Traffic lane" means an area of 
the TSS in which all vessels ordinarily 
proceed in the same direction. 

(e) “Separation zone" means an area 
of the TSS that is located between two 
traffic lanes to keep vessels proceeding 
in opposite directions a safe distance 
apart. 

(f) “Precautionary area" means an 
area of the TSS at the entrance of one 
or more traffic lanes where vessel traffic 
converges from two or more directions. 

(g) “Person" includes an individual, 
firm, corporation, association, partner¬ 
ship, and governmental entity. 

(h) “ETA", means estimated time of 
arrival. 

§ 161.104 Vessel operation in the VTS 
Area. 

No person may cause or authorize the 
operation of a vessel in the VTS Area 
contrary to the rules in this subpart. 

§ 161.105 Laws and regulations not 
affected. 

Nothing in this subpart is intended to 
relieve any person from complying 
with— 

(a) The Navigation Rules for Harbors, 
Rivers, and Inland Waters Generally (33 
U.S.C. §§ 151-232); 

(b) Vessel Bridge-to-Bridge Radio¬ 
telephone Regulations (Part 26 of this 
chapter); 

(c) Pilot Rules for Inland Waters 
(Part 80 of this chapter); 

(d) Puget Sound gill net fishing rule 
(33 CFR 206.93); 

(e) The Federal Boat Safety Act of 
1971 (46 U.S.C. 1451-1489); and 

(f) Any other laws or regulations. 

§161.107 VTC direction*. 

(a) During conditions of vessel con¬ 
gestion, adverse weather, reduced visi¬ 
bility, or other hazardous circumstances 
in the VTS Area, the VTC may issue di¬ 
rections specifying times when vessels 
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may enter, move within or through, or 
depart from ports, harbors, or other 
waters in the VTS Area. 

(b) The master of a vessel in the VTS 
Area shall comply with each direction 
issued to him under this section. 

§ 161.109 Authorization to deviate from 
these rules. 

(a) The Commander, Thirteenth 
Coast Guard District may upon request 
issue an authorization to deviate from 
any rule in this subpart if he finds that 
the proposed operations under the au¬ 
thorization can be done safely. An appli¬ 
cation for an authorization must state 
the need for the authorization and de¬ 
scribe the proposed operations. 

(b) The VTC may, upon request, issue 
an authorization to deviate from any 
rule in this subpart for a voyage or part 
of a voyage on which a vessel is embarked 
or about to embark. 

§ 161.111 Emergencies. 

In an emergency, any person may devi¬ 
ate from any section in this subpart to 
the extent necessary to avoid endanger¬ 
ing persons, property, or the environ¬ 
ment. 

Communication Rules 
§161.120 Radio listening whIcIi. 

The master of a vessel in the VTS Area 
shall continuously monitor the radio fre¬ 
quency designated in the Pudget Sound 
VTS Operating Manual for the sector of 
the VTS Area in which the vessel is oper¬ 
ating, except when transmitting on that 
frequency. 

§ 161.122 Radiotelephone equipment. 

Each report required by this subpart 
to be made by radiotelephone must be 
made using a radiotelephone that is 
capable of operation on the navigational 
bridge of the vessel, or in the case of a 
dredge, at its main control station. 

§ 161.124 English language. 

Each report required by this subpart 
must be made in the English language. 

§ 161.126 Time. 

Each report required by this subpart 
must specify time using— 

(a) The zone time in effect in the VTS 
Area; and 

(b) The 24-hour clock system. 

§161.128 Initial report. 

At least 30 minutes before a vessel 
enters or begins to navigate in the VTS 
Area the master of the vessel shall report, 
or cause to be reported, the following 
information to the VTC: 

(a) The name of the vessel. 

(b) The position of the vessel. 

(c) The estimated time of entering or 
beginning to navigate in the VTS Area. 

(d) Point of entry in the VTS Area. 

(e) Destination in the VTS Area. 

(f) ETA of the vessel at its destination. 

(g) Any condition on the vessel that 
may affect its navigation in the VTS 
Area such as fire, defective propulsion 
machinery, or defective steering equip¬ 
ment. 


(h) Whether or not any dangerous 
cargo listed in § 124.14 of this chapter is 
on board the vessel. 

§161.130 Follow-up report. 

At least 15 minutes, but not more than 
45 minutes, before a vessel enters or be¬ 
gins to navigate in the VTS Area, the 
master of the vessel shall report the fol¬ 
lowing information by radiotelephone to 
the VTC: 

(a) Name, type, length, and draft of 
the vessel. 

(b) Any revisions to the initial report 
required by 8 161.128 of this subpart. 

(c) The speed at which the vessel will 
proceed in the VTS Area. 

(d) Any tow that the towing vessel is 
unable to control or can control only 
with difficulty. 

(e) If the vessel intends to enter the 
TSS, the ETA and point of entry in the 
TSS. 

§ 161.131 Final report. 

Whenever a vessel anchors or moors in, 
or departs from, the VTS Area, the 
master shall report, or cause to be re¬ 
ported. the place of anchoring, mooring, 
or departing to the VTC. 

§ 161.133 Radio failure. 

Whenever a vessel’s radiotelephone 
equipment fails— 

(a) Compliance with §§ 161.120 and 
161.142 of this subpart is not required: 
and 

(b) Compliance with §§ 161.128, 

161.130, and 161.131 of this subpart is not 
required unless the reports required by 
those sections can be made by telephone. 

§ 161.134 Report of emergency or radio 
failure. 

Whenever the master of a vessel devi¬ 
ates from any section in this subpart be¬ 
cause of an emergency or radio failure, 
he shall report, or cause to be reported, 
the deviation to the VTC as soon as 
possible. 

§ 161.135 Report of impairment to the 
operation of the vessel. 

The master of a vessel in the VTS Area 
shall report to the VTC as soon as 
possible. 

(a) Any condition on the vessel that 
may impair its navigation such as fire, 
defective propulsion machinery, or de¬ 
fective steering equipment; and 

(b) Any tow that the towing vessel 
is unable to control, or can control only 
with difficulty, unless this information 
has already been reported. 

§161.136 Ferry vessels. 

(a) Whenever a ferry vessel is oper¬ 
ated in the VTS Area on a schedule and a 
route that crosses the TSS, both of which 
have been previously furnished to the 
VTC, compliance with §§ 161.128,161.130. 

161.131, and 161.142 of this subpart is not 
required. 

(b) The master of a ferry vessel that 
enters the TSS at any place other than 
Rosario Strait between sunset and sun¬ 
rise or during reduced visibility shall re¬ 
port the following information by radio¬ 
telephone to the VTC at least five min¬ 
utes before entry: 
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(1) The name of the vessel. 

(2) The direction the vessel will pro¬ 
ceed in the TSS. 

(3) The point of entering the TSS. 

(4) The estimated time the vessel will 
operate in the TSS. 

Vessel Movement Reporting Rules 
§ 161.142 Movement reports. 

fa) Whenever a vessel passes a re¬ 
porting point listed in § 161.189 of this 
subpart, the master of the vessel shall 
report the following information to the 
VTC by radiotelephone: 

(1) The name of the vessel. 

(2) The reporting point. 

(3) The time of passing the repprting 
point. 

(4 > The next reporting point. 

(5) ETA at the next reporting point. 

(6> If the vessel is at a point of entry 

In the TSS, any change in speed of the 
vessel from the speed reported under 
§ 161.130(c) of this subpart. 

(7) If the vessel is at a point of de¬ 
parture from the TSS, the course and 
the destination or intentions of the 
vessel. 

(b) Whenever the ETA of a vessel at 
a reporting point changes by more than 
10 minutes, the master of the vessel shall 
report a revised ETA to the VTC by 
radiotelephone. 

Traffic Separation Scheme Rules 
§ 161.150 Vessel operation in the TSS. 

The master of a vessel in the TSS shall 
operate the vessel in accordance with 
the TSS rules prescribed in §§ 161.152- 
161.156. 

§161.152 Direction of traffic. 

(a) A vessel proceeding in a traffic 
lane shall keep the separation zone to 
port. 

(b) A vessel in a precautionary area, 
except the Port Angeles precautionary 
area or any temporary precautionary 
area, shall keep the center of the pre¬ 
cautionary area to port. 

§ 161.154 Anchoring in the TSS. 

No vessel may anchor in the TSS. 

§ 161.156 Joining, leaving, and crossing 
a traffic lane. 

fa) A vessel may join, cross, or leave 
a traffic lane only at a precautionary area 
unless the VTC has been notified of the 
point at which the vessel will join, cross, 
or leave the traffic lane. 

(b) A vessel crossing a traffic lane 
shall, to the extent possible, maintain a 
course that is perpendicular to the di¬ 
rection of the flow of traffic in the traffic 
lane. 

(c) A vessel joining or leaving a traffic 
lane shall steer a course to converge on 
or diverge from the direction of traffic 
flow in the traffic lane at as small an 
angle as possible. 

Rosario Strait Rules 

§ 161.170 Communications in Rosario 
Strait. 

Before a vessel meets, overtakes, or 
crosses ahead of any vessel in Rosario 


Strait, the master shall transmit the in¬ 
tentions of his vessel to the master of 
the other vessel on the frequency desig¬ 
nated under the Bridge-to-Bridge Radio¬ 
telephone Act for the purpose of ar¬ 
ranging safe passage. 

§ 161.172 Report before entering Ro¬ 
sario Strait. 

At least 15 minutes before a vessel en¬ 
ters the TSS at Rosario Strait, the mas¬ 
ter of the vessel shall report the vessel's 
ETA at. and point of entry in, Rosario 
Strait to the VTC by radiotelephone. 

§ 161.174 Entering Rosario Strait. 

(a) A vessel may not enter Rosario 
Strait unless— 

(1) The report required by § 161.172 of 
this subpart has been made; 

(2) The radio equipment on the vessel 
that is used to transmit the reports re¬ 
quired by this subpart is in operation; 

(3) During periods of visibility of 2 
miles or less, the radar on a vessel 
equipped with radar is in operation and 
manned; and 

(4) The vessel is free of any conditions 
that may impair its navigation such as 
fire, defective propulsion machinery, or 
defective steering equipment. 

(b) The master of a vessel shall op¬ 
erate the vessel in accordance with para¬ 
graph (a) of this section. 

Descriptions and Geographic 
Coordinates 

§ 161.180 VTS Area. 

The VTS Area consists of the navigable 
waters of the United States inshore of 
the boundary line of inland waters de¬ 
scribed in § 82.120 of this chapter. This 
area includes the waters in the Strait of 
Georgia, Haro Strait, and the Strait of 
Juan de Fuca that are east of the line 
of demarcation, and Rosario Strait, Bel¬ 
lingham Bay, Padilla Bay, Admiralty In¬ 
let, Puget Sound, Possession Sound, El¬ 
liot Bay, Hood Canal, Commencement 
Bay, the Narrows west of Tacoma, Carr 
Inlet, Case Inlet, and navigable waters 
adjacent to these areas. 

§ 161.183 Separation zones. 

(a) Each separation zone is 500 yards 
wide and centered on a line that extends 
from one point to another, or through 
several points, described in paragraph 

(c) of this section. 

(b) Two boundaries of each separation 
zone are parallel to its centerline and 
extend to and intersect with the bound¬ 
ary of a precautionary area. No part of 
any separation zone is contained in a 
precautionary area. 

(c) The latitude and longitude de¬ 
scribing the centerline of the separation 
zone are: 

(1) Between precautionary area “S” 
and “8A”, 

(1) 48*12'22" n. i23*06*30" w. 

(ii) 48*11'35" N. 122*51*55" W. 

(2) Between precautionary area “R” 
and “RA'\ 

(i) 48* 16 26" N. 123*06*30" W. 

(li) 48*19*06" N. 123*00 09" W. 


(3) Between precautionary area “RA” 
and “SA”, 


(1) 48*18*45" N. 122*57'30" W. 

(ii) 48*12*40" N. 122*51*01" W. 

(4) Between precautionary area “RA” 
and “RB”, 

(i) 48*20*26" N. 122*57*01" W. 

(il) 48 t 24'14" N. 122*48 00" W. 

(ill) 48*25*28" N. 122*46*23" W. 

(5) Between precautionary area “RB” 
and ”SA”, 


(1) 48*25*12" N. 122*44*40" W. 

(11) 48*24*10" N. 122*44*12" W. 

(ill) 48*12*52" N. 122*49 06" W. 

(6) Between precautionary area “SA” 
and “SC”, 


(i) 48*10*43" N. 122*47*50" W. 

(il) 48*07*43" N. 122*39*56" W. 

(iii). 48*01*43" N. 122*38*02" W. 

(7) Between precautionary area “SC” 
and “SF”, 


(i) 48*00*36" N. 
(ii) 47*57*21" N. 
(ill) 47*55*24" N. 
(lv) 47*53*39'* N. 


122*37*24" W. 
122 34 12** W. 
122*30*16*' W. 
122*28*21" W. 


(8) Between precautionary area “SF” 
and “SH”, 


(i) 47*52*34" N. 122*27*40" W. 

(ii) 47*44*31" N. 122*25*41** W. 

(1U) 47°40'18" N. 122*27*33*' W. 


(9) Between precautionary area “SH” 
and “T”, 

(1) 47*39*05" N. 122°27'42" W. 

(ii) 47*34*54" N. 122*26*54" W. 


(10) Between precautionary area “T” 


and “TC'\ 

(i) 47*33*42" N. 
(li) 47*26*53" N. 
(ili) 47*23*07" N. 

(iv) 47*19*54" N. 

(11) Between 
“CA” and “C”, 

(i) 48*44*15" N. 

(ii) 48*41*39'* N. 


122*26*33*' W. 
122*24*12** W. 
122°21*08" W. 
122*26*37" W. 

precautionary area 


122*46*39" W. 
122*43*34" W. 


§ 161.185 Traffic lanes. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 

(c) of this section, each traffic lane con¬ 
sists of the area within two parallel 
boundaries that are 1000 yards apart and 
that extend to and intersect with the 
boundary of a precautionary area. One 
of these parallel boundaries is parallel 
to and 250 yards from the centerline of a 
separation zone. 

<b) No part of any traffic lane is con¬ 
tained in a precautionary area. 

(c) The traffic lane in Rosario Strait 
consists of the area enclosed by a line 
beginning at latitude 48°26'50" N., longi¬ 
tude 122°43'27" W.; thence northerly to 
latitude 48°36'06" N., longitude 122°44'- 
56" W.; thence northeasterly to latitude 
48°39T8" N. t longitude 122°42'42" W.; 
thence westerly and northwesterly along 
the boundary of precautionary area “C” 
to latitude 48°39'37" N.; longitude 
122 c 43'58" W.; thence southerly to lati¬ 
tude 48 6 38'24" N., longitude 122°44'08" 
W.; thence southwesterly to latitude 
48°36'08" N., longitude 122°45'44" 
thence southerly to latitude 48°29'30" N* 
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longitude 122°44'41" W.; thence south¬ 
westerly to latitude 48°27'37" N., longi¬ 
tude 122°45'27" W.; thence northeast¬ 
erly and southeasterly along the bound¬ 
ary of precautionary area “RB” to the 
point of beginning. 

§ 161.187 Precautionary areas. 

The precautionary areas consist of: 

(a) Port Angeles precautionary area . 
An area enclosed by a line beginning on 
the shoreline at New Dungeness Spit at 
latitude 48 o n'00 / ' N., longitude 123 c 06'- 
30" W.; thence due north to latitude 
48°17'10' ' N., longitude 123°06'30" W.; 
thence southwesterly to latitude 48° 10'- 
00" N., longitude 123°27 / 38" W.; thence 
due south to the shorelines; thence along 
the shoreline to the point of beginning. 

(b) Precautionary area “RA”. A cir¬ 
cular area of 2.500 yards radius centered 
at latitude 48°19'46" N., longitude 
122°58 / 34" W.; 

(c) Precautionary area “ RB ”. A cir¬ 
cular area of 2,500 yards radius centered 
at latitude 48°26'24" N., longitude 
122°45'12" W.; 

(d) Precautionary area “C”. A cir¬ 
cular area of 2,500 yards radious cen¬ 
tered at latitude 48°40'34" N., longitude 
122°42'44" W.; 

(e) Precautionary area “CA A cir¬ 
cular area of 2,500 yards radius centered 
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at latitude 48°45T9" N., longitude 

122°46'26" W.; 

(f) Precautionary area “SA”. A cir¬ 
cular area of 3,000 yards radius centered 
at latitude 48°11'28" N.. longitude 

122°49'43" W.: 

<g) Precautionary area “SC". A cir¬ 
cular area of 1,250 yards radius centered 
at latitude 48°01'06" N., longitude 

122 c 37'54" W.; 

(h) Precautionary area “SF”. A circu¬ 
lar area of 1,250 yards radius centered 
at latitude 47° 53' 10" N., longitude 122° 
27' 48" W.; 

<i) Precautionary area “SH”. A cir¬ 
cular area of 1,250 yards radius centered 
at latitude 47° 39' 42" N., longitude 122* 
27' 48" W.; 

(j) Precautionary area “T”. A circular 
area of 1,250 yards radius centered at 
latitude 47° 34' 19" N., longitude 122* 
26' 47" W.; 

(k) Precautionary area “TC”. A cir¬ 
cular area of 1,250 yards radius centered 
at latitude 47° 19' 30" N., longitude 122* 
27' 19" W. 

§ 161.188 Temporary precautionary 
areas. 

The Commander, Thirteenth Coast 
Guard District, may amend the descrip¬ 
tion of the TSS in §5 161.180-161.189 of 
this subpart to establish temporary pre¬ 


cautionary areas to provide for seasonal 
activities such as fishing that affect the 
safe passage of vessels in the TSS. 

§161.189 Reporting points. 

The reporting points are— 

(a) Buoy “R” at latitude 48° 16' 26" 
N., longitude 123° 06' 30" W. 

(b) Buoy “S” at latitude 48° 12' 22" 
N., longitude 123° 06' 30" W. 

(c) Buoy “SA” at latitude 48° 11' 28" 
N., longitude 122° 49' 43" W. 

(d) Buoy “RB” at latitude 48° 26' 24" 
N., longitude 122* 45' 12" W. 

(e) Buoy “C” at latitude 48° 40' 34" 
N., longitude 122° 42' 44" W. 

(f) Buoy “SC” at latitude 48° 01' 06" 
N., longitude 122° 37' 54" W. 

(g) Buoy “SH” at latitude 47° 39' 42" 
N., longitude 122° 27' 48" W. 

(h) Buoy “TB” at latitude 47° 23' 07" 
N., longitude 122° 21' 08" W. 

(1) The boundary of the TSS. 

(Sec. 104, Public Law 92-340, 86 Stat. 424 
(33 US.C. 1224); 37 FR 21943, 49 CFR 1.46 
(O)(4)) 

Effective date. September 30, 1974. 
Dated: July 3,1974. 

O. W. Siler. 

Admiral , US. Coast Guard . 

Commandant. 
(FR Doc.74-15752 Filed 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER IV—SOCIAL AND REHABILITA¬ 
TION SERVICE (REHABILITATION PRO¬ 
GRAMS), DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 

EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

PART 401—THE STATE VOCATIONAL 
REHABILITATION PROGRAM 

Supplemental Security Income Recipients 

Notice of proposed regulations to revise 
Chapter IV of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations in order to imple¬ 
ment section 1615 of the Social Security 
Act with respect to the provision of voca¬ 
tional rehabilitation services to certain 
supplemental security income recipients 
was published in the Federal Register 
on February 11, 1974 (39 F.R. 5248). 

Comments were received from several 
State vocational rehabilitation agencies, 
State welfare departments and several 
organizations in the field of rehabilita¬ 
tion. The following statements sum¬ 
marize the substance of these comments 
and the Department’s response: 

§ 401.124(a) (4) and 5 401.123(b) (for¬ 
merly § 401.123(a)(4) and § 401.122(b)). 
Comment. Delete the phrase “for the 
blind” to avoid discrimination in favor 
of the blind by permitting utilization of 
supplemental security income program 
funds to pay for the costs of vocational 
rehabilitation services where there is 
likelihood that rehabilitation will result 
In substantial reduction of supplemental 
security income payments. (In tiie case of 
disabled recipients the expected result 
must be nonpayment rather than sub¬ 
stantial reduction). 

Response. The phrase “for the blind” 
has been eliminated from § 401.123(b) 
and § 401.124(a) (4) and a reference to 
20 CFR Part 416, subpart K (income ex¬ 
clusions under the supplemental security 
income program) has been added to 
§ 401.123(b). This has been done to avoid 
misunderstanding as to the intent of the 
rule which is to apply the selection cri¬ 
teria uniformly without regard to the 
nature of the disability. Supplemental 
security income program funds will be 
available to pay for the costs of voca¬ 
tional rehabilitation services where the 
provision of such services is expected to 
enable the recipient to engage in em¬ 
ployment at a level commensurate with 
substantial gainful activity even though 
this will not necessarily result in in¬ 
eligibility or nonpayment of benefits for 
the blind. 

§ 401.125(a) (formerly § 401.124(b)). 
Comment. Some portion of supplemental 
security income program funds should 
be earmarked for establishment and con¬ 
struction of rehabilitation facilities to 
better serve supplemental security in¬ 
come recipients. 

Response. The Department opposes 
this suggestion for the following rea¬ 
sons. The Congress has established a 
specific mechanism through sections 104 
and 301 of the Rehabilitation Act of 
1973 for financing costs of establishment 
or construction of rehabilitation facili¬ 
ties. Section 1615 of the Social Security 
Act anticipates that the benefits of the 
vocational rehabilitation services paid 


for from supplemental security income 
program funds will go to the disabled 
and blind recipients. Such recipients 
make up only a small percentage of all 
individuals who receive vocational re¬ 
habilitation services. Accordingly the 
use of supplemental security income pro¬ 
gram funds for establishment or con¬ 
struction of rehabilitation facilities 
would divert funds which under the So¬ 
cial Security Act were intended to pro¬ 
vide services for specific individuals. 

§ 401.122 Applicability of other reg¬ 
ulations. This is a new section which 
provides that the vocational rehabilita¬ 
tion program paid for from supple¬ 
mental security income funds must con¬ 
form to all regulations and requirements 
of the basic vocational rehabilitation 
program which are not inconsistent with 
the special requirements of this subpart. 
All sections of the proposed rules be¬ 
ginning with 5 401.122 have been re¬ 
numbered to reflect the insertion of the 
new section, and paragraph (a) of 
5 401.124 (renumbered § 401.125) was de¬ 
leted since the matter is dealt with in 
the new section. 

Minor technical changes have been 
made in 5 401.120, 5 401.124(c) and 
5 401.126. 

Part 401 of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by add¬ 
ing a new Subpart E as follows: 

Subpart E—Vocational Rehabilitation Services 
for Supplemental Security Income Recipients 

Sec. 

401.120 General. 

401.121 Purpose. 

401.122 Applicability of other regulations. 

401.123 Definitions. 

401.124 State plan requirements. 

401.125 Conditions and limitations. 

401.126 Payments of supplemental security 

Income program funds. 

401.127 Budgets. 

401.128 Reports. 

Authority: Sec. 1102, 49 8tat. 647 (42 U.S.C. 
1302); sec. 400(b), 87 Stat. 386 (29 T7.S.C. 
780(b)). 

Subpart E—Vocational Rehabilitation Serv¬ 
ices for Supplemental Security Income* 
Recipients 

§401.120 General. 

(a) Section 1615 of the Social Secu¬ 
rity Act provides for the referral of blind 
or disabled supplemental security in¬ 
come recipients who are under age 65 to 
the appropriate State agency adminis¬ 
tering the State plan for vocational re¬ 
habilitation services approved under the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and for a 
periodic review of their need for and 
utilization of available vocational reha¬ 
bilitation services. Individuals so referred 
must accept such vocational rehabilita¬ 
tion services as are made available, un¬ 
less there Is good cause to refuse. Au¬ 
thorization is provided to pay the State 
agency the costs incurred in the provision 
of such services to individuals so referred. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this 
authority will be made available for pay¬ 
ment by the Secretary for vocational 
rehabilitation services (and related costs 
of administration) provided under the 


State plan approved under the Rehabili¬ 
tation Act of 1973. 

(c) To receive Federal funds for serv¬ 
ices under this subpart, each State 
agency is required to submit an amend¬ 
ment to its State plan which sets forth 
the policies and procedures for providing 
services to blind and disabled recipients 
In keeping with the purpose as stated 
below and which meets the requirements 
and conditions prescribed herein. 

§ 401.121 Purpose. 

The purpose of the provision of voca¬ 
tional rehabilitation services as author¬ 
ized in this subpart is to enable a maxi¬ 
mum number of recipients to Increase 
their employment capacity to the extent 
that they can engage in productive 
activity. 

§ 401.122 Applicability of other regula¬ 
tions. 

The provisions governing vocational 
rehabilitation services to supplemental 
security income recipients, the costs of 
which are paid from supplemental secu¬ 
rity income program funds, must con¬ 
form to all requirements elsewhere in 
this part governing the State vocational 
rehabilitation programs which are not 
inconsistent with the requirements pre¬ 
scribed in this subpart. 

§ 401.123 Definitions. 

(a) “Supplemental security income 
recipient”, or “recipient”, as used in this 
subpart, means an individual who is re¬ 
ceiving cash payments (or with respect 
to whom payments are made) under the 
supplemental security income program 
based on blindness or disability. 

(b) “Productive activity” means full¬ 
time employment, part-time employ¬ 
ment, or self-employment wherein the 
nature of the work activity performed, 
the earnings received, or both, or the 
capacity to engage in such employment 
or self-employment, can reasonably be 
expected to result in termination of eligi¬ 
bility for supplemental security income 
payments, or at least a substantial reduc¬ 
tion of such payments in accord with in¬ 
come exclusions applying to the blind as 
specified in 20 CFR Part 416, Subpart K. 

§401.124 Slate plan requirement*. 

For a State to receive Federal funds 
appropriated for this purpose, the State 
plan must contain the following provi¬ 
sions regarding vocational rehabilitation 
services to supplemental security income 
recipients. 

(a) Conformance to selection criteria. 
The State plan 6hall provide that, to the 
extent funds appropriated are adequate 
for the purpose, vocational rehabilitation 
services will be furnished to recipients 
in the State who the State determines on 
the basis of medical, vocational, social, 
personal, or other factors are eligible for 
services and who meet the following 
requirements: 

(1) The disabling impairment is not 
so rapidly progressive as to outrun the 
effect of vocational rehabilitation sen- 
Ices to the extent that restoration of the 
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recipient to productive activity is 
precluded; 

(2) The disabling effect of the impair¬ 
ment, without the services planned, is 
expected to remain at a level of severity 
which would result in the continuing 
eligibility of the recipient; 

(3) There is a reasonable expectation 
that the provision of services will enable 
the individual to engage in productive 
activity; and 

(4) The reasonably predictable period 
of productive work activity is of suffi¬ 
cient duration that the expenditures 
made for services are expected to be off¬ 
set by the non-payment or substantial 
reduction of supplemental security in¬ 
come payments which otherwise would 
be made to the individual. 

(b) Order of selection. To the extent 
that the funds appropriated for this pur¬ 
pose are adequate, the State plan shall 
provide that the order of selection for 
services shall be in accordance with the 
recipient’s readiness and potential for 
rehabilitation to productive activity and 
without regard to any other order of 
selection set forth in the State plan. 

(c) Economic need test. The State 
plan shall provide that any recipient who 
meets the other requirements for voca¬ 
tional rehabilitation services through the 
use of supplemental security income 
program funds shall be provided author¬ 
ized services without regard to any eco¬ 
nomic need test set forth in the State 
plan. 

(d) Promptness of services. The State 
plan shall provide that services will be 
furnished with reasonable promptness to 
recipients selected under paragraphs 

(a), (b), and (c) of this section. 

(e) Services available. The State plan 
shall provide that vocational rehabilita¬ 
tion services available to recipients 
selected for such services shall include 
the full range of services authorized in 
the Act, to the extent that such services 
are consistent with the purpose of this 
subpart, and subject to the limitations 
with respect to the use of supplemental 
security income program funds pre¬ 
scribed in § 401.124. 

(f) Staff, supervision and training. 
The State plan shall provide for staff, 
supervision, and training of personnel to 
cany out the functions of this subpart 
in an effective manner. 

§401.125 Conditions and limitations. 

Costs of vocational rehabilitation 
services (and administration) paid from 
supplemental security income program 
funds shall be subject to the following 
conditions and limitations: 

(a) Supplemental security income pro¬ 
gram funds will not be used to pay 
costs of establishment or construction of 
a rehabilitation facility. 

<b) Supplemental security income pro¬ 
gram funds will not be used to pay the 
costs of maintenance while an individual 
receiving vocational rehabilitation 
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services unless it is necessary for the 
individual to be away from home to re¬ 
ceive such services. The costs of such 
maintenance shall not exceed the amount 
of increased expenses that are necessi¬ 
tated by the rehabilitation program. 

(c) Where supplemental security in¬ 
come program funds are used to pay the 
cost of equipment, initial stock and sup¬ 
plies, including that for a vending stand 
or other small business enterprise, for 
the rehabilitation of a recipient, the 
State agency shall establish appropriate 
controls to assure that such equipment 
and stock no longer required by that re¬ 
cipient are utilized by another recipient. 
When it is unlikely that such equipment 
and stock will be needed by another re¬ 
cipient within a reasonable period of 
time, it may be disposed of according to 
usual State agency procedures with ap¬ 
propriate credit to the supplemental se¬ 
curity income program funds. 

§ 401.126 Payments of supplemental 
security income program funds. 

(a) Payment and distribution of funds. 

(1) Payment from available funds may 
be made in advance or by way of reim¬ 
bursement for agency costs of providing 
services (including administration) un¬ 
der an approved amended State plan. 

(2) In distributing funds to the States, 
the Secretary will consider agency esti¬ 
mates, the number of recipients in the 
State, and such other factors as the Sec¬ 
retary may determine. 

(3) The Secretary will make necessary 
adjustments or redistribution on account 
of overpayments, underpayments, and 
unused funds. 

(b) Payments for services and admin¬ 
istration. (1) Payment from supplemen¬ 
tal security income program funds may 
be made for the cost of determining the 
eligibility for and the character of voca¬ 
tional rehabilitation services needed by 
a recipient, or an applicant for supple¬ 
mental security income payments, if it 
appears there is a strong likelihood that 
such applicant will be found eligible for 
supplemental security income (even 
though later it is not so found), to the 
extent that such costs were incurred with 
respect to such applicant prior to the 
receipt by the State agency of notice of 
a determination of ineligibility. 

(2) Other authorized services provided 
prior to determination of eligibility for 
supplemental security income payments 
to persons meeting the selection criteria 
may be paid for from supplemental secu¬ 
rity income program funds if and when 
the State agency receives notice that the 
individual has been determined to be 
eligible for such payments. 

(3) In no case, however, may services 
be paid from supplemental security in¬ 
come program funds which are provided 
before (i) the effective date of the ap¬ 
proved amended State plan, or (ii) the 
beginning date of the individual’s eligi¬ 
bility for supplemental security income 
payments, whichever is later. 
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(c) Reversal of determination of in¬ 
eligibility for supplemental security in¬ 
come payments. Payment from supple¬ 
mental security income program funds 
for services which have been rendered 
to an applicant otherwise eligible there¬ 
fore who has been found not eligible for 
supplemental security income payments 
may, if such finding is later reversed on 
reconsideration, appeal, or judicial re¬ 
view, be made retroactively for the fiscal 
year in which notice of the reversal is re¬ 
ceived by the State agency, provided at 
that time services consistent with the 
purpose of this subpart are being cur¬ 
rently rendered to the recipient. 

(d) Termination of supplemental se¬ 
curity income payments. Payment for 
services after receipt by the State agency 
of notice that eligibility for supplemental 
security income payments has termi¬ 
nated shall not be made from supple¬ 
mental security income program funds, 
except when the services have been 
started and the individual case plan re¬ 
flects that commitments of monies were 
made for those services prior to receipt 
of notice of such termination, i.e., written 
contracts, purchase orders, or equivalent 
authorizations have been issued, or lump 
sum payment may have been required to 
have been made in advance such as in 
the case of tuition or training expenses. 
In no case may payment be made for 
costs of services extending more than 
four months after the month in which 
eligibility for supplemental security in¬ 
come payments terminates or in which 
notice that eligibility for supplemental 
security income payments has termi¬ 
nated is received by the State agency, 
whichever is later. 

§401.127 Budgets. 

Periodically, as may be required, the 
State shall prepare and submit a budget 
estimate of supplemental security income 
program funds needed to pay the costs 
of vocational rehabilitation services for 
recipients and for the administration of 
such services. 

§ 401.128 Reports. 

The State shall submit reports of ex¬ 
penditures and case services activities in 
behalf of recipients, in such form and in 
such detail and frequency as determined 
necessary by the Secretary. All records, 
procedures, and operational activities of 
the State agency, the costs of which are 
paid from supplemental security income 
program funds, shall be subject to eval¬ 
uative study, inspection, review, and 
audit. 

Effective date. The regulations shall be 
effective on January 1, 1974. 

Dated: July 3, 1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Secretary of Health , 
Education, and Welfare. 

[FR Doc.74-15755 Piled 7-9-74;8:45 am] 
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